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CERTAIN 
Chriſtian Dodtrines, 


Properly callPd 


Myſteries; 


And to be Eſteem'd Above 


R EASON, &c. 


EFORE I makeany Formal 
B Returns to the Poſitions ad- 
vanc'd by this Zealows Advo- 

cate for RE ASO N, I ſhall endea- 
vour to fix or ſtate the ſeveral Mea- 
ſures and Principles of Human Kyow- 
ledge ; 1 mean, with reſpect to the 
'Osjedts of it, as it includes the Know- 
ge of Objects + of Corpo: 

I 


Certain Chriſtian Doftrines, 


real and Spiritual Subſtances, of Fi- 


nite and Infinite, and of Revealed 
Trurhs. 

And, firſt, T can freely grant 
(what has coſt our Adverſary ſome 
Pages to prove,) viz. [ © That no» 
« thing in Nature can come to our 
& Knowledge, but by ſome of theſe 
& four Means, viz. the Experience 0 
& the Sexſes,, the Experience of the 
& Mind, Humane and Divine Revela- 
&« tion, Sect. 1, Cap. 3. ] 

But yet I think it very abſurd, to 
advance one Rule or Standard for 
every Part or Branch of Humane 
Kyowleadze, and thereupon form Ar- 

ments, and charge Contraait ions 
and Abſurdities, without making the 
leaſt allowance or diſtintion, with 
_— to the nature of the Objet?, or 
the methods of knowing it. Here is 
the Source of all our Adverfary's 
Miſtakes and Miſcarriages, where- 
by (as will anon more fully appear) 
he has caſt a Cloud upon Reaſon, 
rather than improv'd its Native 
Luſtre and Glory. 

And, F:r#, as for the Knowledge 
of Objetts of Senſe ; it's certain he 

Mun 
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Properly calPd Myſteries. 
Mind of Man, the proper Seat as 
well as Principle of Humane K now- 
leage, is here entertain'd by the Ob- 
iefhs of the Material World; for, 
Nothing but Matter in the ordinary 
courſe of Natural Kprowledge make an 
Impreſſion upon the outward Senſes, /o 
as to tranſmit, and fix an Idea in the 
Mind, ſuiteble to the nature of the Oh= 


jeff. And certainly here is the great 


original Stock of Flumane K yowledze ; 
for the Senſes are not.only the ſtand- 
ing Vehicles to all thoſe Ideas, that 
are lodg*d in the Mind, (ſince even 
Faith and: Revelation come by Hea« 
ring )_ but thefe very Ideas, if pofi- 
tive, and- formed 'on Things and 
Subſtances, are little elſe -but the Re- 
ſemblances of material Senſations, or 
the Ideas of ſome Obje# of Senſe, 
However, exalted and refined may 
be the Ideas of Angels and glorified 
Spirits, that have things preſented to 
the view of the Mind by an imme« 
diate Intuition, it's manifeſt we that 
are cloath*d with Senſes and Matter, 
and thoſe of a very coarle allay, muſt 
have all our Ideas tinged with mate- 
rial Adumbrations : "Theſe are that 
B 2 Glaſs 


Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
Glaſs upon the Mind through which 
we ſee darkly, and that wonderful- 
ly incraſſates and diſguiſes the Ima- 
ges of Things. Irs true, in Objedts 
of Senſe our Ideas muft be compa» 
ratively clear and exaQ, becauſe we 
are ſeated in the very heart or cen- 
' ter of the material World, where 
its Objes perpetually crowd in up- 
on our Senſes, and are continually 
preſented to our view and obſerva- 
tion : But yet, in Objetts of Senſe, 
which we daily ſee and converſe 
with, we can by no means pretend 
an adequate Knowledge; for, we 
cannot comprehend or. penetrate 1n- 
to their proper Eſſences, or radical 
Subſtances ; no, we can go no fur- 
ther than Properties, Powers, or Fa- 
culties, that diſcover themſelves in 
their Effet, ſtrike the Senſes, and 
leave an Impreſſion, whence a di- 
ſtint Idea is form'd. Again, We 
cannot pretend to diſcover the true 
Modes of theſe Properties, Powers, 
or Faculties, ſo as to diſcern where- 
in the preciſe Nature of *em con- 
ſiſts ; for, at leaſt, we can only re- 
ſemble it by ſome Ideas that are 
form'd 
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Properly cald Myſteries. 


form?d by the nobleſt of Senſes, 
that of Seeing ; thus of Smells, and 
Taſts, and the like : So that we ſee 
the higheſt Philoſophical Exercita- 
tions, even in matters of Senſe, are 
at laſt wrap'd up in. that we can 
juſtly call a MysTzxy. Its true, Ob- 
jects of Senſe, tho* form'd from Ef- 
tects and Properties, create a very 
certainand indiſputable Knowledge, 
becauſe confirm'd by daily and con- 
tinued Obſervation, and becaule the 
proper ObjeQs of that part, which 
( as before concluded ) is not only 
the Vehicle, but firſt Elaborarory of 
all Ideas ; 1 mean the outward Sen- 
les. And therefore, in Objeits of 
Senſe, we muſt receive and embrace 
a Thing as it preſents itſelf to the 
view of our Senſes, ſince we are 
aſſur'd, that G O D has appointed no 
other way of communicating mattexs 
of this nature to Mankind, And to 
receive an Objet# of Senſe contrary 
to the Teſtimony of all our Senſes, 
(tho? upon the pretended Authori- 
io of Revelation) muſt overturn all 
the Meaſures and Principles of Hu- 
mane Knowledge, obliterate the No- 

B 3 tices 


Certain Chriſtian DoArines, 
tices and Diſtintions of Truth and 
Error, raze the prime Faculties and 
Motrements of Rea/cn, and reduce 
Man, the Glory ot the Creation, 
and GOD's Image and Repreſenta- 
tive, infinitely helow the level of 
Brutes that periſh. . For this reaſon 
we may reject the Dottrine of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, notwithſtanding the 
highe#t Pretences to Miracle or My- 
ſtery, ſince it implies a Contradittion 
of” the Teftimony of all our Senſes in 
matters of Senſe. 

But, Secondly, let us conſider Hu- 
mane Knowledge as engag'd about 
the ObjeQts of the Spiritual World, 
or Spiritual or Immaterial Beings ; 
for this muſt very much alter the 
Scene of Kzowleages, and fix it upon 
new Meaſures and Principles. 

- And, 1#, It's indiſputably evi- 
dent, that our Knowledge of Spi- 
rits 1s of a mix*d nature, fince it 
takes its riſe partly from the Pow- 
ers of Natural Reaſon, and partly 
from Revelation, The Knowledge 
of God and our own Souls, may in 
ſome meaſure be traced from the 
Powers of Natural Reaſon. "The 
TY | ©: 
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Frame of our own Beings, as well 
as that of the Univerſe, will inſtru& 
us, That there mult be an Eternal, 
All-wiſe, and All-powerful Mover, 
agreeable to the Sacred Language ; 
The inviſible things of Him from 
the Creation of the World, are 
clearly leen, being underſtood by 
the things that are made, even His: 
Eternal Power and Godhead, Roms. 
i. 20, but as for the Exiſtence of 
other Beings, we call Spirits, or 
their Orders and Socteties, we muſt 
wholly receive it from Revelation. 
Again ; As for the Nature and 
Ideas of a Spirit, this mult certainly 
reſt on the Inſtrutions of Reaſox 
and Revelation ; and after the beſt 
that can be given, God knows, our 
Attainments are very lame and im- 
perfe& ; the excellency of our own 
Faculties and Operations tell us, 
That we are acted by a Principle 
within, that, muſt be highly diſtinct 
from Matter, or leaſt, that we ſee 
and handle much more from that 
Great G OD, whoſe Workmanſhip 
is this very Reaſoz that thus di- 
Qates, This very Argument ſuth- 

B 4 ciently 
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Certain Chriſtian DoCtrines, 


ciently inſtruQts us, We ought not 
to think that the Godhead 1s like 
unto Gold or Silver, or Stone gra- 


"by Art and Man's Device 
/ Atts xvii. 29. | 


Wi 


But now, tho? from good Argu- 
ments we may conclude, That a 
Spirit is a Being ſomewhat diſtin 
from Matter, yet our moit exalted 
Idea will be but a meer Negative, or 
if Poſitive, a Reſemblance of a refined 
Aerial kind of Matter ; fo that our 
Ideas of a Spirit is much more ab- 
ſtruſe, imperfe&, and conjeQural 
than that of a Body, notwithſtan- 
ding the utmoſt- aſfiſtances of Re- 

welation. | | 
And here Pm oblig'd to make 
ſome Returns to what this I»fall:- 
ble Reaſoner, with the Authority of 
a Great Man on his fide (as he 
calls him), has deliverd on the 
Subject ; it amounts ro this: We 
have as clear an Idea of Spirits as 
Boazes, ſince both are mh to be 
known by their Properties, and the 
Properties of a Spirit are as clear as 
thoſe of a Boay, ' See Set. 3. Cap. 2. 
N, 16, 17, 19, But, with Submiſh- 
| 4 on 
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en to the Infallible Chair, though 
ſome Properties which belong to 
thoſe Beings we call Spzrits, are 
clearly known and agreed upon, 
yet they are_not ſo many, nor yet 
{0 diſtinguiſhing as thoſe of Boakes ; 
for, beſides the Properties of parti- 
cular Boates, that diſtinguiſh each 
ether, there are Properties certain- 
Iy known, that belong to a Body 
as a Body, and diſtinguiſh it from 
Spirit, and every Being that can 
be imagined ; ſuch are extenſion of 
Parts, and a Faculty of. poſſeſſing 
a Place in proportion to *em. Theſe 
are for the moſt part Objects of 
Senſe, and Self-evident ; but we can- 
not decipher or determine any pecu- 
liar Properties that belong to a Spirit 
as 4 Spirit, and diſtinguiſh it from 
Body or Matter, and every thing elſe, 
We may indeed conceive Spirits 
as Finite Beings, by the reſemblance 
of Boadztes, and- conſequently make 
*?em exiſt in a place, and polleſs 


ſometimes one place, and ſometimes 


another ; but we can form no Idea 
how they exiſt in places, as we do 
of Bodies. As for Thinking, Reaſon- 
wa ing, 


IO 


Lock's 
Human 
Unader/t. 
lib. 4. 


Cap. 3, 


Certain C briſtian Doctrines, 


ing, and Willmmg, theſe ſeem to be 
too remote, to be the diſtinguiſh- 
ing Properties of a Spiritual Sub- 
Farce as ſuch, being Faculties that 
ſeem to flow after its Radical or 
Original 'Propertiges are given. I 
am ſure they cannot be {ſo in the 
Opinion of my Author's Great Man, 
ſince in one place he tells us, [ It's 
impoſhble without Revelation to 
diſcover (whether Omnipotency has 
not given to ſome Syitems of mat- 
ter fitly diſpos'd) a Power to per- 
ceive or think. — And again, 4 ſee 
no Contradiction in it, That the 
firſt Eternal Thinking, Being, or 
Omnipotent Spirit, ould, if he 
pleas'd, give to certain Syſtems of 
created ſenſleſs Matter , put toge- 
ther as he thinks fit, ſome degrees 
of Senſe, Perception, and Thought. ] 
Lock's Human Underſtanding, Lib. 4. 
Cap. 3. N.6. And theretore I think 
it appears, there's a vaſt Difference 
between the Knowledge of Spirits 
and Bodzes ; inſomuch that we may 
juitly pronounce, That no poſitive 
Ideas can be formed of Spirits, as 
Spiritual Subſtances, but what carry 
the 
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the reſemblances of Matter in %em ; 
other Ideas muſt be form*d by com- 
paring *em with Matter, and pro- 
nouncing what they are zot, rather 
than what they are. 

But, Thirdly, let us examin the 
Meaſures and Extent of Humane 
Kyowledge, with reſpect to the Ob- 
7edt, as 1t is Finite or Infinite, As 
for the Knowledge of Finite Ob- 
zjeas, an Eſtimate may be taken 
from what has been deliver'd on 
the two preceeding Arguments, the 
Subject of which _ chiefly Fi- 
nite Objetts: The preſent Enqui- 
ry then is, after the Knowledge of 
Infinite ObjeQts ; and here certain- 
ly the Nature of the Being that 
thinks and knows, will determine 
the Caſe, T mean, demonſtrate the 
Imperfettion of Hamane K yowleage ; 
for it's an Abſurdity in Terms, as 
well as in the Nature of the Thing, 
ro imazine that a Finite Mind ſhould 
gain a perfect Comprehenſion of an In- 
finite Being ; inſomuch, that it ſeems 
no Preſumption to affirm, That 
GOD, by vertue of His Omnipo- 
tence, afrer He hath inſtated us - 
| ng 


Th Certain'Chriſtian Doctrmes, 
the Beatifick Viſion, and diſcover'd 
things that Eye hath not ſeen, nor 
Ear heard, nor Heart conceiv'd ; or, 
in a word, after we have ſeen Him 
as He is, cannot poſſeſs us with an 
adequate Idea of His Immenſe and 
Infinite Being : So that with reſpe& 
to the Godfcad we muſt affirm, 
That our Ideas are made up of 
Negatives, and conſequently with 
Clemens Alex, affirm, 'That we ra- 
ther know God by concealing what 
He #« zot, than what He # : * Or, at 
leaſt, if we attempt any* politive 
Conceptions, we are forced to ſha- 
dow %em forth by ſome Finite 
Ideas which we have taken up, and 
are already implanted in us. 'Thus 
the Divine Attribute of Wiſdom we 
are forc'd to reſemble by a Faculty 
of Diſcerning and Comprehending, 
infinitely ſurpaſſing the Sphere of 
Humane Kpowledge. Thus the Im- 
menſity of God, by a vaſt ſpace, or 
an Idea that is without Bounds or 
Limuts, or is not to be circumſcrib'd, 

Thus 
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Properly call d Myſteries. 
Thus Eternity, by an endleſs Suc- 
ceſſion of Time. Thus we ſee, af- 
ter our niceſt Conceptions, and at- 
ter the moſt accurate Characters 
and Deſcriptions from Revelation it 
ſelf, we are forced to call in Fi- 
nite Objetts, and meaſure the Blef- 
ſed Attributes of our Creator by 
Finite Ideas ; an Undertaking fo un- 
worthy of him, that it feems to be 
a piece of petty Larceny, or rather 
a leſſer ſort of Idolatry, as *tis a 
kind of Repreſentation of the Invi- 
ſible Gop, by things that are ſeen, 
by a kind of Gold, or Wood, or 
Stone, graved in the ſhallow Un- 
derſtandings of Impotent Men. 
Here our Weakneſs, our Blindneſs, 
plainly diſcovers it {ſelf ; . for tho? 
Knowledge in Finite Objet?s may 
appear bright and ſhining, here it 
mult ſuffer, an Eclipſe, and lye con- 
founded in depth of Myſtery ; and, 
in a word, humbly make St. Pau/'s 
Recogaition : O the depth of the 
Riches of the Wiſdom, and Power, ad 
Immenſeneſs of God ! how unſearcha= 
le, &C. 


But, 
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But, Fourthly, let us deſcend to 
the laſt Stage of Humane K powleage, 
T mean that about matters of Re. 
velation. And, firſt, irs certain that 
pure Matters of Revelation are 
things of which the Mind, by its 
own intrinſick Light, can form no 
Ideas ; and conſequently we cannot 
pretend to know any thing more 
of them, than Gop 1n a reveaPd 
way is pleas'd tocommunicate. It's 
true, He ſeems to be obliged to 
communicate Himſelf in ſuch a man- 
ner, that His Revelations, at leaſt, 
may bear a reſemblance to ſome of 
thoſe Ideas we have already con- 
ceiv'd, or by the Power of Natu- 
ral Reaſon can attain to. Thus 
does He- reveal a' Saviour that is 
Gop-Man, he's oblig*d toaſcribeſuch 
CharaGters of Divinity to him, as are 
agreeable to the reveald Characters 
of the Godhead, and thoſe Ideas we 
can form of it; and in like manner 
as to his Humanity ; for otherwiſe 
I cannot conceive how any reveaPd 
Fruth can be imprinted on the 
Mind, without Special Inſpiration. 
But then, on the other hand, _ 
Go 
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God pabliſheth a revead Truth in 
ſach Charatters as ſuffice to inform us 
what he intends by it, viz. a Savi- 
our that is GOD-Man, or the like, he 
is not oblig'd (neither is it any way 
requiſite ro the reception of a reveald 
Truth) to Fo 09947 200 the modus - 4 
| the Union of the two Natares : Firſt, 


being Matters not attainable by 
Reaſon, and - God the Author of 
them, as long as we have an Idea 
of the thing, or an Idea of what 
Gop propoſes to be believ*d, the 
modns of it is to be placed on the 
Infinite Power and Veracity of God. 
Secondly, Becauſe a leading Deſign 
of Revelation. being to eſtabliſh a 
Confidence in God's Power and Ve. 
racity, in order to an abſolute Obe- 
dience and Worſhip, He did not in- 
tend to make us Philoſophers, bur 
reveaPd what was uſeful and nece{- 
fary, and directs us to adore, when 
we cannot comprehend. 

From what has been deliver'd 
we may form two or three Infe- 
rences; 15#, With reſpect to this laſt 
Argument, Whatever our Attain- 
ments 
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ments may be in Matters of Senſe 
and Natural Reaſon, it appears, that 
pure Matters of Revelation lye at 
a-great diſtance from us; and con- 
ſequently Knowledge cannot pene- 
trate much beyond the Surface, 
ſince they are not only things in 
their own nature profound and in- 
tricate, but all our Diſcoveries reſt 
on the good Will and Pleaſure © 
GOD, that communicates *em, And 
therefore, if Revelation itſelf tellsj 
us, we know but in part, or im- 
perfealy, we may ſafely affirm it, 
and place all Difficulties on the Im- 
perfetions of Humane Knowledge, 
or the Depths and Myſteriouſneſs 
of ReveaPd Truths. 24ly, It's a 
notorious Abſurdity to argue from 
Ideas of ObjeAs of Senſe, or Ma- 
terial Objects againſt Immaterial 
ones ; or Finite againſt Infinite, 
much more againſt ReveaPd ones. 
For it manifeſtly appears, that the 
Meaſures of Humane Knowled 


are to be taken from each reſpe- 


tive Object ; for, as every Objet 
hath a diſtint Eſſence or Nature, 
lo it hath diſtin Properties and 

Modes 
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Properly call'd Myſteries. 
Modes peculiar to its Nature ; and 
the Ideas we conceive of the one, 
may not reach or meaſure the. 0- 
ther. This is even ſo clear, that 
even in Properties that are common 
to ſeveral Objeas, ſuch as Sprirrts 
and Boajes, when apply'd to their 
eſpective Objects, carry no manner 
f Reſemblance to each other. 
Thus it's an inſeparable Proper- 
ty of a Spirit and Body to occupy 


ga Place, and yet the manner of 


exiſting in a Place is, no doubt, 
vaſtly different ; infomuch, that EF 
cannot find how any Ideas of the 
Vbi: of Bodies can conclude an 
thing againſt that of Spirits, muc 


leſs meaſure or define it.' And, by 
a Parity of Reaſon, we may ſay. 


as much of the Unity of a Body, 


and the Unity of an Infinite Spi- 


rit ; for the Unity of the Godhead 
or the Divine Eflence may be pre- 
ferv'd, and yet communicate it ſelf 
to Three Perſonal Subſiſtences : and 
it muſt be abſurd to deny this, be- 
cauſe it will not comport with our 
common Ideas of the Unity of a 
Body. 3adly, In Matters of Revela- 

'C tion, 


# 
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tion, it's 4s abſurd to Argue againi 
ReveaPd Truths, when the thing re 
weaPd is. deſcrit'd in ſuch a manner, 
that we may know what t intended by 

it, becauſe we cannot comprehend the 
Modus of it ; ſince this would oblige 

us to rejett ſeveral things, even in 
Objetts - of: Sence, that are hithertd 
Unqueſtionable, W hat I have hi 
therto deliver®d, is by way of Prin 
ciple ; and I ſhall ſtand by it as 
ſuch, in defiance of the utmoſt At 
tempts of our aſſuming Reaſoner ; 
and having laid this Foundation, 
promiſe my ſelf Succeſs, in unravel 

ing his Arguments and Poſitions. 

And firſt, to take him in the ord 

we find him, before he gives you 
State of the Queſtion, he begins with 

the main Bardez of his Song,and intrc 
duces you with ſome Sarcaſtical Re- 
flettions, upon the Managements, 
and Maxims of Dives, about Reli- 
go. As if the generality of Chri- 
tans had no Notion of Religion,but 
Myſtery; and Divines unanimouſly 
owned their Ignorance about it, 
 DWhilit they gravely tell us, we muit 
#dore what we cannot comprehena;]and 


yet 


Froperly call'd Myſteries. 19 
yet majeſteriouſly obtrude contra- 
dictory Comments, as infallible De- 
monſtrations of an unfathomable 
Myitery. 

Ir's viſible this whole Paragraph 
is ſpent upon the Clergy; for, who 
are to account. for Mens. Ignorance 
to or abſurd Notions in Religion, but 
ij thoſe whoſe Buſineſs it is to in« 
ſtrut and remove 'em? Again 3 
aff Who are to anſwer for Contradi- 
ions, but the Clergy, that reſolve 
r:Hall into unfathomable Myſtery, and 
yet by their peremptory Comments 
pretend to unravel all to a De- 
monſtration ? "This is a Strain of 
impregnatedgMalice, that runs thro' 
the whole Book ; where the Cler- 
f gy, by Infinuation, Conlequence, or 


with Impoſture, as if they had 1n- 
duftriouſly combin'd to reſolve all 
Religion into Myſtery, even to the 
-K carrying on Tn: For 

in one place akes 1t an Aſylum 
or Shelter to their : Ignorance ; in 
another, an Artiftice of Ulurpation, 
to oblige the Laity to admit no- 
thing as a Branch of their Creed, 
t EE , 


downright Aſſertions, are charg'd ' , 


Certain Chri{ftian 1; Fines, 
till it hath been rat%e: irom their 
Confeſſor's Chair, In a word, he 
reprelents *em- 2s Introducers 0 
Deiſm ; hc niigit 1i2ve added, a 
Subwerters of all Relizion too, Tince 
he makes *cm labour in” nothing 
but Ablurdities and Contradictions 
And now you have the CharaCte 
or Temper of the Man, -and fee 
- where his poyſor'd Arrows are di 
rected, I ſhall with Patience, c 
rather Contempr, paſs by all Stri 
tures of this kind, and content my 
ſelf with the Contidence of wiping 
off his Calumnies by confuting hi 
Poſitions. 'T'o return then, 

As for .the Commegts of ſome 
Divanes, | neither the Church, ac 
Body of the Clergy are to account 
for the Indiſcretions which Heat « 
Paſſion has ſurpriz'd ſome- of them 
into ; but, Pm perſwaded, the Com 
ments of others will tand the Felt 
of Reaſon and Argugyget, to eftablil! 
thoſe Truths we 1; STERILE 
better than thoſe. of. his Fa&tion 
Perſwaſion, to ſhake or overturn 
'em. | 

As for the- Maxim. that inſtruQts 

u 
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us to Adore what we cannot Compre- 
hexd, T think is extreamly proper 
where we can prove a Myſtery ; for 
it God recommends an Article of 
Faith that exceeds the Comprehen- 
ſion of a Finite Mind, we may reſt 
ſatisfied with. an imperfe&t Idea; 
(even tho? it be no more than what 
is needful to point out to us what 
God intends by it) and then fur- 
render our Judgments to His Infi- 
nite Veracity fox the reſt : A conſi- 
derable Inſtance of Obedience (even 
the Obedience of Faith) as well as 
Adoration. 

After this, he preſents us with 
the Opinions of ſome particular Per- 
ſons, or, at leaſt, the Fictions of his 
own Brain, concerning the Autho- 
rity of Fathers, Councels, and Scrf* 
ture, and the Rules of interpret- 
ing it : But Pm concern'd to affign- 
what Deference is to be paid to F4- 
thers or Councels, or what Rules to 
be obſerv*d in interpreting Scripture, 
till he thinks fit to charge our Cox- 
ftiturion with Error in theſe matters. 
This is foreign to the -Argument 
Ve are now engag'd in. "The next 


C 3 thing 
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thing he preſents us with, is, Two 
Opinions of nameleſs Parties con- 
cerning the Ule of Reaſon 1n Reli- 
gion, and the Sence of Scripture ; 
and; at laſt, makes all ſides (that 
differ from his Notions) joyn 1n this 
Poſition, ( for I can put no other 
gloſs on his words, when he affirms) 
That both from difterent Principles 
agree, [ That ſeveral Dofrines of the 
New Teſtament belong no farther to 
the Enquiries of Reaſon, than to prove 
them Divinely reveaPd; and, that 
they are properly Myſteries ſtill, Ib, 
N. 6.7] That there are DoQtrines 
in the New Teſtament that may 
be properly calPd My/eeries ſtill, T 
_ do not queſtion ;- but I can evince 
in the Sequel of this Tract, But I 
cannot find where the Church of 
England has declar'd herſelf, That 
Reaſon hath nothing to do! with 
{ome ReveaPd Dottrines, but only 
to prove them 'divinely revea['d ; 
for, certainly, Faith it ſelf is a ratio« 
nal Aſſent tro a Divine Truth ; and 
Reaſon will not only be concern'd to en- 
quire and prove, whether God hath 
aeliver'd it, but to form ſome Idea 

(the? 
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70 Þ (tho an imperfect one) of the Nature - 
n- Þ of this Truth ; at leaſt, ſuch an Idea 

li- I 45 will convince us what it is God pro- 
poſes to our Belief, 

1t Elſe we afſent to we know not 

is & what. But after the utmoſt Re- 

r  {carches'of Reaſon, our very Rea- 

) & fon may inform us, that there may 

> @ be a great deal in this Truth or 

i @ Doctrine, with reſpett to the Na- 

o & ture or Modes of the thing, which 

e & She can by no means comprehend, 

t & and conſequently may itill be juſtly 

), & accounted a Myſtery. 


And now wg come to his own Po- . 
ſitions': [ On the contrary we hold; — 
That nothing reveaPd, whether as to 
its manner or exiſtence, is more ex- 
empted from its Diſquiſitions, than the 
ordinary Phenomena of Nature ; and 
that there is nothing in the Goſpel con- 
trary to Reaſon, nor above it, and that 
no Chriſtian Dottrine can be properly 
caleda MySTERY. This he pro- 1. 7. 
poles as the State of the Queſtion, 
agreeable to the Title of his Book, 
and conſequently all that follows 1s 
only a confirmation or making good 
C 4 of 
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Certain Chriſtian Dofrines, 
of this Poſition. I muſt confeſs, I 
{ſhould be fo fair to him, as to wait 
his Arguments; but becauſe nothing 
ſhall ſtick upon the Reader, I ſhall 
make ſomething of a return to ſuch 
Decretory Aſlſertions, in the order we 
find them: | 9. 
And, Firi, this great Reaſoner 
ſeems to play the Sophiſter, and ex- 
preſs himſelf in a very ambiguous 
manner: He tells us, That no Re- 
veaPd Truth is exempted from the 
Diſquiſitions of Reaſon. And truly, 
if he intends no more, than that the 
ſublimeſt Reveal'd Truths may be 
examin'd by Reaſon, as far as ſhe is 
able to comprehend them, we ſhall 
entirely joyn with him ; for Reve- 
lation 1s x ind far an Addreſs to the 
Reaſon of Mankind, and ſhe may 
lawfully endeavour to. diſcover and 
conceive as much of their manner 
and exiſtence as poſſible ; Provided 
ſhe does not reject what ſhe cannot com- 
prehend, and that too upon this wery 
Argument, Becauſe ſhe cannot compre- 
hind the whole - Manner and Exiſtence 
of them. 
Thus far Reaſoz may be cnc 
an 
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Properly call'd Myſteries. 
and yet ReveaPd Truths may be juſt- 
ly faid to be above Reaſon, and my- 

erious, and conſequently his Poſiti- 
ons do by no means anſwer his De- 
ſign, which is to prove, That No- 
ng is myſterious, or above Rea- 
on. 

But if he intends, that Matters of 
Reyelation, both with reſp<& to 
their Manner and Exiſtence, may be 
ſcann'd and comprehended by Rea- 
ſon, as eaſily as the Phenomena of 
Nature ; this we utterly deny, and 
with very good reaſon too : 15, Be- 
cauſe there's no connexion in the 
Conſequence, the Phenomena of Na- 
ture are often ObjeQts of Sence, and 
of a finite nature : But there are re- 
veal'd matters that are in their very 
frame ſpiritual and infinite, and con- 
ſequently not to be comprehended 
by a finite Mind or Reaſon, much 
lefl with that eaſe and Atarneſi that 
Objeits of Sence are conveyd to the 
Mind. . Again, Matters of Sence are 
knowable and 'comprehenſible by 
the Powers of Natural Reaſon ; but 
there are Matters of Revelation that 
are not only 2085 wen amen" in 
| their 


/ 
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their own nature, but knowable no ÞÞ « 
further than God 1s pleasgd to com- ÞÞ « 
municate or impart to us, This 5} x 
t 
C 
6« 


clear from what has been already 
lazd down and concluded, and there- 
fore this can be no Conſequence ; the | « 
Phenomena of Nature arecaſily com-ſ « 
prehenſible, therefore all matters of « 
Revelation are {o. This 1s ſo abſurd, Wl « 
that I do not queſtion but I ſhall « 
make it appear in the Sequel of this « 
Diſcourſe, < That there are ſome 
« Matters of Revelation, which if 
« {ſcann'd by Ideas of Objects of 
&« Sence, carry the appearance of 
&«& Contradictions ; and yet this can 
« be no Argument againſt the Truth 
© of *em, or that we are miſtaken in 
« the purport of the Holy Ghoſt, (as 
&« the Socznians would have it) when 
© what we contend for is repreſent- 
«ed in the cleareſt Characters and 
« Deſcriptihs. And yet, this 15 the 
top of our Adverſary's Reaſonings. 
Bur, 2aly, as for ReveaPd Matters 
being myſterious, or above Reaſon, it's 
already concluded, That the radical 
Effence of ObjeQs of Sence,and much 
more the Modes of their Properties, 
or 


Properly cal d Myſteries. 
or their Exiſtence, are above the 
Comprehenſion of Reaſon :. If fo, 
what hath been deliver'd upon Mat- 
ters of Revelation, will oblige us to 
conclude, againſt our Adverſary, 
* That they cannot be fully compre- 
© hended in their Nature or Ext» 
«© ſtence, much leſs in the Mods of 
«it; and conſequently, that rhey 
«are in the higheſt ſence myſteriows, 
* and above Reaſon. | 

But to proceed, in the next place 
he entertains you, purſuant to the 
Notions of his great Man; with a 
large account what Reaſon 15, and 
what ſhe 15 not; the Means of In- 
th formation, and Ground-Perſwaſion : 
ng And I mult freely own, that I can tor 
as the moſt part agree with him, and 
nf his great Man; at leaſt it is not re- 
t-F quiſite to enter upon a nice Exami- 
dM nation'of every Paragraph, becauſe 
xl 1 find he makes no particular Appli- 
S.}8 cation of what he has ſo elaborately 
58 delivered in ſeveral Chapters, to 
5M prove his main Deſign. Hetells us, 
1Y Chap. 4. Se.1. [That the Gronnd of 
hy Perſwaſion is Evidence, and Evidence 
he defines, an exatt Conformity of 0 

I 


AS 
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Idees, or Thoughts, with their O5jeFr, 
or Things we think upon, ] The De- 
{cription, I think, 1s well enough; 
but all this concludes nothing to 
prove what he contends for, viz, 
'Fhat nothing 1s above Reaſon ; for 
the imperfe&t Ideas of Infinite and 
Incomprehenſible Beings, mulſt car- 
ry a Reſemblance, or Conformity to 
the Obje&R, or the Characters of an 
Incomprehenſible Being ; and yet it 
does not follow, but our Ideas are 
imperfed, and that there 1s a great 
deal in the Object, of which we can- 
not form any clear Idea. Indeed, if 
this were not ſo, he might juſtly 
infer, That there's nothing above 
Reaſon in Revelation. In a word, 
ſince he hath ſo induſtriouſly ſtated 
the Nature of Reaſon and Humane 
Knowledge, he ſhould have proved, 
That there are no degrees of Evidence, 
or Kpowledge, with reſpect. to the Nas 
ture of the Objett, 'or Means of Infor- 
mation: That we have as clear and 
compleat an Idea of Infinite Beinos at 
Finite, of an Infinite Spirit as an Obs 
ect of Sence : That reveaPd Objets 
occurr by the ſame way as Objetts of 

Sence 


Properly cal d Myſteries. 
Sence do ; or, That the Extent of re- 
wveaPd Knowledge, does not acpend on 
the Good Will and Pleaſure of God, in 
communicating what he pleaſeth on eye- 
ry Oljeff. This would have clear'd 
off all Diſpute, and proved what he 
thinks he's able to evince, v/z. That 
the Evidence of all the Ideas of the 
Operationsof the Mind, is as infalli- 
ble as our own Being, Cap. 4. 1V. 14. 
That what is reveaPd in Religion, 
may be as eaſily comprehenced, and 
found as conſiſtent with our common 
Notions,as what we know of Wood 
or Stone, of Air, Water, or the like, 
Sect. 3, Cap. 2. N.12.] Or,ina word, 
that there's nothing in Religion, or 
Revelation myſterious, or above 
Reafon. The two latter of theſe 
Parodoxes will receive ſuch Replies 
as are proper in the Sequel of this 
Diſcourſe ; but I cannot pals the firſt 
without a few Remarks: And, to 
put themoſt favourable Conſtruction 
on an Ambiguous Aſſertion, I pre- 
ſume, he affirms, That he Evidence 
of our Ideas which we form of the ſeve- 
ral Ads or Operations of the Mind, 
(viz. Thinking, Contemplating, Knows 
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ing or Comprehending ) are as infallib/e 
as that of oar Beings. This is a 
Maxim advanc'd to prove, 'T hat we 
are to haves the ſame Evidence in all 
ſpeculative Ideas, and conſequently 
inall Ideas of pure Matters of Reve- 
lation ; for this is his Application of 
it : [Let us now but ſtrictly require this 
Evidence in all the Agreements and 
Diſagreements of our Id:as in Things 
— —— &c. Ib.] To ſhew 
the Weakneſs or Inconclufiveneſs of 
his Arguments, and the Falſeneſs of 
his Poſitions, I ſhall inſtance in the 
general AQ or Operation of the Mind, 
that of Thinking. And, 

Firſt, If he intends no more than 
| | that we have an Evidence (that we 
think,whea we actually chizk, or that 
we have a Faculty to rhizk) as infal- 
lible as that of our Beizg, I will eaft- 
ly joyn with him : But, can this be 
an Argument, that all our Ideas of 
Speculative ObjeQts, particularly of 
all Matters of Revelation, (that ars 
ftorn'd by Thinking) reit upon an 


Evidence as clear as that of our Be 
zng? Again, If he contends for an 
Idea of the Natare of Thinking, that 
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carries an Evidence 1n it, as clear and | 
a @ infallible as that of our Bezxg ; I ſay, 

eM we cannot form an 'Idea ot the Na- 

1} tare of Thought, but by retreating to 

y MW {ome particular Inſtance or Object of 

e-M 7 hought,and refletting how the Mind 

of exerciſes itſelf upon 41t ; and betore 

4M we can form a perfect Idea of the 

dl Nature of Thought, we mult compre- 

75 hend or diſcern the mz2xzer of the 

wil performance, and this wall carry us 

of into a great many Difficulties and 

of Conjectures, We may indeed con- 

x clude, that Thought requires the ap» 

dM plication of the Object to the Mind, 

or rather the application of the Mind 

to the QhjzeAt, which” may jultly be 
called Attention, Thus far the Idea 

of Thinking is clear and evident : But 
then, if we enquire into the manner 
how this or that Object is commu- 
nicated or apply*d to the Mind, this 
ſeems to be inconceivable, even in \« 
Objects of Sence ; for, whocan pre- 
tend to deſcribe how Material Ob- 
jects arc imprinted on an Immaterial 

2 © Soul ? Therefore we 'may conclude, 

n © that the Ideas we can torm. of the 
Natare of Thinking, and conſequent! y 

| 0 
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of the Operations of the Mind, do 
not carry an Evidence in *em as 1n- 
fallible as that of our Being. 

But further ; Admit we, that we 
could deſcribe the preciſe Moazs of 
the Nature of Thinking, and conle- 
quently had an Idea that carries as 
much Evidence in it as that of our 
Exiſtence, it's abſurd to conclude, 
that the Mind can form Ideas of vhe 
higheſt Speculations equally evident 
and infallible, The Conſequence, in 
plain terms, is no other than this, 
Becauſe the Evidence of the Ideas 0 
one particular Obje& is infallible, 
therefore the Evidence of the Ide: 
of every ObjeCt is ſo. And certain- 
ly this is a Poſition that muſt pro-W. 
nounce all our Ideas equally clear 
and perfe&, and the Means of In- 
formation infallible, and conſequent- 
ty there can be no ObjeQts fallly re- 
preſented to the Mind, nor no Ideas 
falſe or imperfe&. - This is Myſtery 
with a witneſs, or rather Pofitions| 
that in his own Language are, [The 
Primary and Uniterical Orioin of 
hi Errors, Tb.] But, I think, he ſuf- 
ficiently confutes himſelf in the fol 

lowing 
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jo lowing Paragraphs, when. he . pro- 


1- Þ nounces ſome things dubious and ob= 


ſecure, and allows falſe Ideas may be 
re contrated by Precipitancy or Inat- 
off tention, by Aﬀe&tion and Prepolleſs 
@©  fion, NV. 18, 


arfs And now for the Second, where 5:2. 1l, 


e {bc introduces us with a Deſcription 
ef of what is contrary to Reaſon, ['viz. 
nt Vhat is evidently repugnant to clear 
in$424 4iſtinit Ideas, or to our common 
is, Vot10n'5, is contrary to Reaſon. ] Now 
offtruly this T think 1s a very lame, .im- 
e Mpcrtect, or at leaſt fallacious Delcrip- 
tion,unleſs it be ballanced with ſome 
Linutations and Reſtrictions. 

As firſt, It can only hold in Ob+ 
jects of the ſame Species, or Nature ; 
Thuz we can only argue from Objetts of 
Sence, again#it Objeits of Sence, from 
Finite again#t finite, and from Mat< 
zers of Revelation again#t pretended 
Matters of Revelation: For its the 
ereateit Abſurdity in Nature, to con» 
clude any thing againit any: revealed 
Truth, or Doctrine, whoſe Object is 
parely Spiritual, and abſolutely Infi- 
nite ; becaale it doth not accord with 
D our 
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our Ideas in Objeits of Sence ; I'm ſurt 
the Holy Ghoit inſtrufts us better, in 
obliging us to compare Spiritual T hingy 
with Spiritual, A ſufficient Inhibs 
tion truly againſt diſcarding reveal' 
Truths by any other Ideas, then 
what are formed from antecedent 
Notices of Revelation. 

Thus for our Saviour's Divinity 
before we yield an Aſlent to it, it; 
requiſite the CharaCters and Proper 
ties of the Godhead, which are 
the Books of Revelation aſcrib'd ti 
the Father, with reſpect to the Go 
head, ſhow'd be aſcrib'd to the Sor 
But then when this 1s done, it's ab 
ſurd to reje& this great Truth, : 
contrary to Reaſon, upon the ford 
of an unreaſonable Conſequenct 
formed by comparing the incomp 
_—_ Godhead with ObjeQs 0 

ce. 
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© 
Thus the Son cannot be God, be 
cauſe it muſt deſtroy the Unity of hf ſh 


Godhead ; for the Unity of the God as 
head muſt be deſtroy'd : Why ? Be 

cauſe ſuch Unity anq Plurality c: fo 
never be admitted 1n Obie&'s Fl be 
Sence, and conſequently not in þ Y te! 
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ſublimeſt Matters of Revelation. 
But what is this but to proſtitute the 
vj Glory and Majeſty of the Inviſible 
» and Incomprehenſible Godhead, by 
0M the vileſt Repreſentations ? What 1s 
a it but a making him like Gold, Wood 
ul or Stone, or Things graven by Man's 
Art. Certain I am, ſuch Maxims 
as theſe are the higheſt Contradicti- 
ill ons to Reaſon; for if they might 
18 take place, it muſt ſhake the Foun« 
= dation of all Revelation, even thoſe 
lively Characters which the Word 
of God hath given of the Godhead : 
If they muft be ſcann'd, or meaſured 
by common Notions, or Ideas that re- 
ll [tr from Objeits of Sence. 
rol Secondly, Before we pronoance 4 

ll thing contrary to Reaſon, we muit be 
ell [ure that we have a clear end perfett 

Comprehenſion of the Thing ; fe tho? 

our Ideas that are ſeemingly repug- 
nant to it, be never fo clear, how 
© {hall we judge of the Repugnancy, 
as long as we cannot pretend to a 
; _ Idea on both ſides ? This Pm 
Tl fu 


reis a very reaſonable InjunQtion, 
between Objefts of Sence, and Mat- 
A ters of Revelation ; ſo that if God 
D 2 hath 
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hath delivered any revealed Truth, 
and by comparing it with the Ideas 
and Charafters of other reveaPd 
Truths, we muſt conclude, he in- 
tended ſuch a particular thing, and 
at the ſame time diſcern the Incom- 
prehenſibleneſs of it ; infomuch that 
we cannot form an adequate Idea ; 
it's abſurd to reject it, becauſe this 
imperfe&t Idea will not comport 
with certain clear Ideas in Objects of 
Sence. * Here if any Difficulties, Ab- 
* ſurdities,or Contradittions ariſe, Rea 
© ſon will direct 145 to place *em upon the 
© Weakneſs of our Underſtandings, or 
* our imperfect way of comprehendin 

* ſuch unfathomable Objects ; and wit 

«Sr. Paul, engage us to cry out, Who i 
© ſufficient for theſe things ? And now 
if my Adverſary will add theſe Li 
mitations to his Definition (as Pm 
perſwaded hell be forced to do) 1 
do not queſtion, bur FE can wipe of 
all the Abfurdities produced in the 
following Chapter, at leaſt by ſhew- 
ing their Impertinence - to the Caſe 
before us. And on this: account, 1 
paſs by ?em,as well as becauſe there's 
nothing in'em;that afte&ts any oy! 
| A , 41- 
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already ,delivered , but either con- 
firms, or-may. be fair ly ſolved by it, 
I ans proceed to his Argument, 
Sett, 2, Cap. 1. N. 4. 

The. firſt thing I ſhall inſiſt upon 
15, [1 hat if any Dottrine of the New 
Teſtament be contrary. to. Reaſon, we 
have no manner of Idea of it : 'Ta 
ſay for inſtance, that a Ball is White 
and Black at.once.) Here-he ſuffici 
ently diſcovers himſelf; he tells us 
before, That whatever is repugnant 
to comman Notions, -15 contrary /t9 
Reaſon ; and what his common Ngs ' 
tions are, . the Inſtance before us, ſutf- 
ficiently. informs ; that; is, in plain 
Enoliſb, whatever does not comport 
with the-moſt trite Ideas of ObjeRs 
of Sence is:contrary to: Reaſon; and 
therefore. the moſt ſublime revealed 
Truths (whoſe Objects are Spirits, 
and Infinite Spirits, and conſequent 
ly the Ideas we'can 'protend to, muſt 
be highly: imperfect). becauſe we 
cannot: adjuſt them -with the moſt 
common Ideas of Sence, are contra- 

to Reaſon, But the Abſurdit cl 
this Aſſertion, I hope, I have.ſu 
gntly exploded. 
Fe. D 3 . But, 
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Bur, todeliver my own Sentiments 
of matters of this nature once for all, 
I do believe there's an eternal and 
univerſal Harmony in Reaſon, as 
well as things both created and un. 
freated. The Reaſon of Mankind 
js certainly an immediate Tranſcript 
of Infinite Reaſon, and all the Coun: 
| els, Decrees, and Declarations of 
Heaven are the DiQates of Infinite 
Reaſon, and the Reaſon of Mankind 
muſt be eſtabliſh'd upon the unalte- 
. able Rules or Meaſures of Infinite 
Reaſon ; and therefore there can be 
no Ideas of Infinite Truths or Ob- 
jets ( provided they are compleat 
and perfe&, ſuch as Gop can con 
ceive of Himſelf ) which really con- 
tradit the Rules and Meaſures of 
Flumane Reaſon, if ſhe were enabÞd 
to comprehend %em as clearly as her 
Maker, © | EOF 
' But yet, I think, T have made it 
appear, that after all the Reſearches 
of Reaſon, there are reveaPd ObjeRs 
of which we can form but very im- 
perfect Ideas, both with reſpe& to 
their Natere, —_—_— and Moda, 
and yet we may form ſuch an Idea as 
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inſtrufts us what Gop intends we 
ſhould believe. 

nd From hence we may-conclude, 
2; © Thatas their nature 1s peculiarly dis 
n- © ſtinguiſht from all other Beings,ſois 
« the Modws of their Exiitence : So 
that it's highly abſurd to deny our 
Aſent to the Truth of it, becauſe 
we can form no Idea that will com- 


(bjetts of Sence, and conſequently ad- 
judge it to be contrary to Reaſos. 
& This is a Contradiction to the 
«* Eternal Laws of right Reaſon, 
« which, in Caſes of this nature, di- 
© rect us to fix the Abſurdity or Con- 
« trariety on the ImperteCtions of 
« our Underſtanding, or the Falſe- 
** neſs of the Rule, 1n judging Aar- 
«© ters of Revelation by Objeds of 
&« Sence, EO 
In a word, from what hath been 
ſaid, we may, in exprels terms, af- 
;F firm, That we can form unpertect 
= Ideas of Matters of Revelation, 10 
= far as to know what Gop propoſes 
© - to our Belief: And yet, when we 
proceed to examine the Modes of 
their Exiſtence, "— agnce reconcile 
4 x 
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it with'the Tdeas of Obje#s of Sente; 
and, for all this, we muſt not pro. 
nounce any thing of this nature con. 
pay to Reaſon ; or eſteem thoſe im: 
pertect Ideas, no Ideas at all. 
' Give me leave to 1lluſtrate this 
matter-in an Inſtance which the Ss 
rinian Chuſes to advance his own Hy: 
pothelis, by exploding 'it ; I mean, 
'the Diviniry of our Saviour : We 
affirm him to be poſſeſsd with the 
Fulneſs of the Godhead, becauſe hi 
Divinity is deſcrib'd in CharaQeers 
that are peculiar to the Godhead, and 
fuch as correſpond with thoſe Ideas 
of the-Godhead as are form?*d by the 
Aſiſtance of Revelation, He rejets 
his Divipity, becauſe he proceeds 
further, and examins the Mods of 
its Exiſtence, with reſpeCt to the U- 
nity of the Godhead, and its Union 
with Humane Nature; and there- 
vron forms a Moaws by ſome com- 
mon Ideas ' or 'Notions, and then 
compares 4t with other Ideas of the 
ſame rank -and quality, and rejeQts 
thoſe Ideas which Seripture has gi- 
yen us of his Divinity, by pronoun- 
cing ſuch a Revelation abſurd and 
R141} 5 CON» 
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contrary © to_'Reaſon, becauſe the 
Modus of its Exiſtence with the Uni- 
ty of the Godhead and Humanity, 
(a thing form?'d and hammer'd out 
of his own ſhallow Underſtanding,) 
does not comport with common TI- 
deas of Objeits of Sence. ' Here, I 
think, is a Complication of Abſur- 
dities, or things that run counter to 
the eternal Meaſures of right Rea- 
ſon ; the Godhead of our Blefled Sa- 
viour 15 rejected and deny*d, as con» 
trary to Reaſon, not becauſe we 
want Revelation for it, ſince we may 
read it in the cleareſt Characters ; 
but we muſt expound theſe away, 
1#, Becauſe we cannot comprehend 
the Modes of its Exiſtence (a thing 
that often exceeds our Comprehen- 


ſion) even in Phulolophical Diſquiſi- 


tions. 24ty, Becauſe we cannot form 
a "Modus that comports with com- 
mon J1aeas or Notions in Objects of 


Fence, * But, if Conſequences of this 


© nature are {uffer*'d to take place, 
« againſt ſuch legible CharatQters of 
{ Divinity, it. muſt overturn: thoſe 


Ideas oft a Gov, which Revelation 


* and Natural Reaſon hath furviſh'd 
b « us 
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« ys. with, ſince the. CharaQeers of 
© both are equally clear and un 
« deniable. 

I have dwelt too long on this Ar. 
gument, but not without Deſign, be. 
cauſe I would not be oblig*d to make 
a formal Return to every little Pak 
ſage that runs againſt us, or diſpel 
every Speck of a Cloud that's raisd 
upon Sophiſtry vr Falſe Arguing : 
I am ſure I have ofter'd enough tr 
take off the Force of what he hatl 
ſuggeſted in the following Paragrap 

. 5. for, he's a compleat Conjurer 
raiſes his own Devil, and then lays! 
frames an ObjeQion, and gives hi 
own Anſwer to it; it's this : [ 1f 
will think to evade the Difficulty, 6 
ſaying, That the Ideas of certain Di 
erines may be contrary indeed to co 
mon Notions, yet conſiſtent with ? 
ſelves, —— he's but juſt where he was, 
Now,.I have already deliver'd the 
Meaſures of forming revea/'d Ide 
not by comparing *em with Obje# 
of Sence, but Spirituel Things with 
Spiritaal : T will admit, indeed, it 
may be done by common Notions ; 
if hell reſtrain his common Noti 
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ons, as he docs in the cloſe of his Pa- 
ragraph, or, at keaſt, with ſome Im. 
provement added to%em ; for T can 
freely ſubſcribe: [ That we cannot 
otherwiſe diſcern Flis Revelations, but 
by their conformity with our Natural 
Notices of Him,] GOD he means ; 
or, at lealt, thoſe Improvements we 
receive of Him from Revelation, 
And in this ſence our Saviour's Divi- 
mity 1s not contrary to common No- 
tions; for we canform an Idea of it 
agreeable to thoſe Charatters which 
Revelation and Natural Reaſon gives 
us of the Godhead ; but, then rhe 
Difficulty lies in-comprehending the 
Union and arte the two Na- . 
tures together, which we call the 
Modus of the thing ; and this, we 
ſay, is not t6'be meaſur'd by com- 
mon Notices, - for, to a Funte Ming, 
it's Incomprehenſible : © But then it 
* is not a Dodtrine of Chriſtianity, 
« that we ſhould - comprehend it ; 
** much leſs is xt a Dottrine of Reaſon 

_ © or Chriſtianity that we ſhould ex- 
"tf < chade or caſhier the cleareſt Cha- 
} © raters of our Saviour's Divanity or 
f* Incarnation from being a —— 
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& of Chriſtianity, becauſe we cannot 
« comprehend the manner of the U. 
& nion of the two Natures, nor form v 
« any clear Idea of it, at leaſt, ſuch} it 
&« a5 will comport with common No S 
« tins, It's true, we may reſemble t! 


it, as it isdone in one of our Creed; P 


As the reaſonable Soul and Fleſh uf ec 
One Man, ſo Gon and Man is Ont! 
Cunr1sT ; but we do not adyance 
Similitude into a compleat Idea, off 5: 
an. Article of Faith. - + Ce 

But, to offer a word or two more 
if this method of Arguing may bel {+ 
admitted, I cannot conceive: but.it 
muſt explode the Belief of rhe Soul ©/ 
or any Principle diſtin from Mar 
ter, becauſe we cannat fix the Modu © 
of its Union, or conceive an Idea offff © | 
the manner of its inceſſant Inter ©! 
courſes with the Body. 

; To conclude this Argument, from 
what 1s {aid, I think here's enough 
to defeat. our Adverſary's Triumph 
even over his own. Objeftion; for, 
we. may ſafely affirm, That as the 
Nature-of the Godhead is diſtin 
guild, by Properties peculiar to it 
lelf, ſo we may juſtly conclude, that 

if 
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off it has a manner of Exiſtence with 
US Humanity fo peculiar to itſelf,” that 
mij we muſt not pretend to comprehend 
cb} it, by comparingit with Objetts of 
Sence ; and yet we can freely own, 
that there's neither. Neceſſity . nor 
Poſſibility of its being comprehend- 
ed by us, or of determining what is 
the preciſe Moda of it. 

And thus much of his Notion of 
Self-conſiſtence. And as for his Sar- 
caſtical prophane way of-Arguing, 
when he tells us, That Four may be cal- 
ll /ed Five iz Heaven; he might know, 
That Numbers areonly empty Deno- 
© minations, and no Arguments to be 
fform?d from?em, bur as apply*d to 
©Things ; and then, if we conſider 
© © Heavenly ObjeQts with reſpect to 
the manner of their Exiſtence, a 
© Unity and a Trinity may be con- 
« ſiſtent, for any thing he knows to 
© the contrary. And this is ſufficient 
to prevent any modeſt Man from 
pronouncing ContradiQtions . upon 
ſuch unfathomable Truths, by mea- 
ſuring their Modus by Common No- 
tions, things that exceed our  Com- 


prehenſion as much as they are: be- 
{ides 
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ſides the Buſineſs of our Curioſity of 
Faith, Here we may diſcern: the 
Origin of his ll Reaſonings to be wan 
of diſtinguiſhing Things, | mean the 
Being of a Thing, and the Mazzer of 
its Exiſtence, with reſpect to it{clt, or 
as *tis united to ſomething elle, 
From hence I paſs to V. 9. for ne 
thing intervenes that directly con- 
cerns the preſent Controverlie, or, at 
leaſt, has not had a Reply to it. And 
here I cannot joyn with him, when 
he affirms, That «4 ſeeming Contradi- 
Hon, (even in Matters of Revelation) 
is tO 14s as much as 4 real one ; for, | 
think, the Difference is palpable inal 
caſes, but eſpecially in ContradiQi 
ons upon the Nature of Things ; fc 
© We call that a ſeeming Contraaitti- 
* oz, when there's a Repugnancy dy- 
6 covers itſelf, but we havenot a clear 
* and perfect Convittion of it : And, 
F ſuppoſe, this muſt ariſe for want 
of a clear-and perfe& Idea of each 
Term, or rather Object, of the Con 
tradition; and, till this is gain'd, 
Reaſon muſt ſuſpend, and neither 
determine that ſhe is in the right or 
wrong, till freſh Evidence offers 0 
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turn the Scale. But now, a real Con- 
tradiition, or rather a clear Contradi- 
tion, (for it ſhould paſs under this 
Name with reſpect to our knowledg 
of it) is, © When we have a clear 
« and - unqueſtionable Idea of both 
« parts of it, or both Objects, and 
© thence conceive an irreconcilable 
* Repugnancy, But now, in mat- 
ters of pure Revelation, whoſe N:- 
ture-1s ſpiritual and infinite, I can- 
not ſee how Reaſon can direct us to 
pronounce or determine real or clcar 
Contradiftions between them and 
Common Notions, becauſe we can- 
not pretend to an adequate Or clear 
Idea ; 1 mean, that which is compa- 
ratively ſd, with reſpeQ to thoſe of 
Objetts of Sence, and conſequently 
cannot decree what real Repugnarcy 
lies between them : And therefore, 
if ſceming ContradiQions or Difficul- 
ties ariſe, by comparing reveaPaT raths 
with common Jaeas or Notions, Rea- 
{on cannot (as this Author would 
have it) pronounce a real Contrad:s- 
tion, and ſuſpect there can be no re- 
veaPd Truth, eſpecially when there 
are the cleareſt CharaQters of the 
thing 
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thing correſponding with Ideas of the 
fame nature. © Here Reaſon muſt 
&« 9blige us to place the Contradicti in 
«ons on our Inabilities in compre M 
« hending Matters of this nature,andWof 
« yield an Aﬀfſent upon the Authorityca 
« of Infinite Power and Veracity; 
For when Revelation has ſet forth 
the thing in the cleareſt Characters, 
and the very fame in which the funs 
damental Article of all Revelation 5s 
repreſented to us, I mean that of the 
Godhead, if ſeeming Contradictions 
muſt be ſufter'd to diſcard it, it's 1 
poſſible we can yield any Afent 
the Being of a GOD ; for, where t 
CharaGers are as clear for one as the 
other, and both reſt on the Tame A 
thority, that of Revelations to diſput 
the one, mult call iz queſtion the 


other. 


Proceed we, in the next place, to 
conſider what is deliver'd on the Aw! 
thority of Revelation, he means that 
which is Divine, Cap. 2. N, 11, And 
here I cannot be reconcil'd to the 
DiſtinQion he gives us : [Revelation 
is not a neceſſitatins Motive of Aﬀent lat 

f Ml 
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ll but « Mean of Information: ] Now, 
truly I can ſee no Abſurdity in fay- 
ing, That the ſame thing may be a 
> A of Information, and a Motive 
of an Aſſent too, for an Information 
carries an Aﬀent along with it pro- 
:Mportionable to the Credit or Autho- 
rity of the Informer. Now Revela« 
tion is certainly a Mean of Informa- 
tion, ſince it preſents us with new 
5 Objefrs, which Natural Reaſon could 
eMncver diſcover ; But, beſides this,-it 
Sis an Information that proceeds from 
Infinite V, er4cil, attended with Infi- 
mite Power, [yo and Goodneff : 
eHerein it's diſtinguiffd from Hu- 
nan Revelation ; And therefore,when 
once we are aſſur'd (ſo as toyield a firm 
Aſſent ) that ſuch a particular Article is 
reveaPd, it becomes the moſt neceſſit «- 
ting Motive of Aſſent ; I mean, to the 
Truth of is ; becauſe, this being N- 
ted, here's Infinite Veracity, low, 
Power and Goodneſs againſt, our Im 
erfett Conceptions, and the ſeeming 
Difficulties founded in *em. When 
once we aſlent or yield it to be.Di- 


vine Revelation, I think, we may 


lafely affirm inſt this Rea/orer, 
Y z ga - ſe HW; 
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| We may believe purely upon his War 
os Evidence, (at leaſt ſuch as 
requires) in the things 'emſelves), Hen 
the Authority of him that ſpeaks, not my 
| Conception of the thing, or what he ſa 


] 
' 
A 
= 
* the Ground of my Perſwaſion]. F: 
But, to proceed, as for what thy, 
Reaſoner ſays of Gov's Omnipotenal , 
and ContradiCtions, V, x 3. no one; 
fo ſilly to imagine, that real Contry 
, ditions are an Object of Omnipe p 
tence ; but there may be Contradg 
Qtions which we apprehend as rea ie 
thar in truth are but ſeeming one, 
and particularly when we cannot ful, ; 
comprehend the nature of both thg.; 
erms or Objets; and it's alread 
concluded, that in matters of Rewilh; 
lation Reaſon will often dire&t us fff 
fiſpet our Judgments, and eſteeniiſi,; 
**m as fuch : And then, I hope, thereM.,.: 
« no Abfurdity in Pronouncing, ſeem}. 
« ing Contradictions and Impoſliby 
© litzes, a proper SubjeCt of GodM,e. 
© Omnipotence : Thus far our Sanlllj,, 
« ur will bear us out, for «ll thing,” 
* are poſſible with God, Matt. xix. 26. 
But, to purſue him a little further. 
he tells us, V. 16. ſpeaking of Goo... 
Mak R 
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Revelations, [ His Words muſt be 6n- 

Wl relligible, and the Matter poſſible. And 
4s Ao unintelligible Relations, we can 
"10 more believe them from the Revela- 
"fl tion of G O D, than from that of Man, 
for the conceit?d Ideas of Things are 
the only Subjects of believing, and there« 

"ſl fore all Matters reveaPd by G O D or 
Me, muſt be equally intelligible and 
"Wl poſſible : We are then to expect the ſame 
—_—_ of Perſpicuity ( he means, with 
*Wreipect to the knowledge of the Ob- 
Wie) from GOD as from Man, tho? 
"WM wore of Certitude from the firſt than 
he lat : he means with reſpe& to 


the m_— of the Publiſher. ] 


Anſw. W hat has already been de- 
"Wliver'd upon Matters of Revelation, 
"MI hope, will fatisfie any reaſonable 
EMan, how far a reveaPd Fruth is re- 
quir'd to be intelligible. It's conclu- 
| ded, GOD has diſcover'd fo much of 
the Nature of reveal'd Truths as is 

uſeful or neceſſary ; and conſequent- 
Wy, He has,at leaft,diſcover'd ſo much 
Ss is ſufficient to inform us,upon Prin- 
6.Yciples of Revelation, what He propo- 
Sis to our Belief, but He did not in- 
2 Fend to make us Philoſophers, ſo as 
E 2 to 
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to enable us to comprehend the Mo. 
aus of reveaPd Truths, or form ag 
Idea of rhe Manner of Exiſtence, ig 
order to believe the Truth of %em, 
This we cannot pretend even in Phy. 
ſical Diſquiſitions; nay, I think, it 
juſtly concluded, that in Matters 
" | Revelation, which are for the moſ 
part Spiritual and Infinite, we are ng 
todiſpute the Poſſibility of their Ex 
ſence, by meaſusing 'em by Object 
of Sence ; for, 1n reality, this is the 
ame with comprehending the Mc 
of their Exiſtence, © ſince we cann( 
« abſolutely declare againſt the Poſ 
< bility of their Exiſtence, without 
« Faculty of comprehending and d& 
&« termining the Modus of it, and pal « 
« fing an Eſtimate upon it as abun] « 
«and impoſſible : And therefore wi « 
« ſay, That Matters of Revelation aff x 
© to be underſtood ſo far as to cg 
« ceive what GOD propoſes to @ 
« Belief, but not to comprehend il 
& Moaxs of their Exiſtence ; ſuch Ig 
« are not the neceſlary Subjects: 
« Faith. 
Again, In Humane Revelation tf 
ObjeR is Matters of Fact, and thing 
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Properly call d Myſteries. 
we attain to by the Teſtimony of our 
Senſes, and conſequently are things 
that lye within the proper Verge of 
Humane Underſtanding. | 
Again, They are Diſcoveries made 
by Perſons upon the ſame level with 
ourſelves, and, conſequently, ſuch as 
"I are not only liable to be miſtaken, 
"Fl ut may ſometimes induſtrioully lead 
"I others into Miſtakes. And both theſe 
are Arguments that will <ngage us to 
demand an abſolute Comprehenſion 
© of the Nature of the Thing, and all 
its Circumſtances ; ſo that before we 
can come to a final Determination,or 
ield an Aſent to the 'Truth of any 
ſuch Relation, «© We muſt compre- 
© hend the Nature of it ſo-exactly, 
« as to be able to judge, not only of 
© the Poſſibility, but Probability of 
© it. And,I hope, no one can have the 
Face to demand all this Evidence from 
"7 GOD. Therefore we may conclude, 
againſt our Majeſterial Reaſoner, 
"7 That the ſame degree of Perſpicuity 
" Bnot requir?d from GOD, as from 

T7 Man, Ina word, it we cannot form 
a perfect Idea of reveaPd Truths, 
myuch-leſs of the Modus of their Exi» 


E 3 ſtence, 
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ſence, we cannot judge of the Poſſi 

ility of *em: If indeed we wen 
able to form an Idea of the Moaweq 
their Exiſtence, that will compo 
with common Notions, tho? this be 
not the true Mods, we may fafely 
pronounce them poſſible ; © but we 
« cannot pretend to reje& the Poli 


& bility of *em, unleſs we could judgy 


« of the real Mods, and thew, that 
 <jtr's abſurd and impoſſible : Thers 
fore we may conclude, that-all Mat 
ters reveaPd by GOD' or Man, arg 
not requir'd to be equally intelligible 
and poſhble, - ' | 1 
' Bur, to proceed, as for thoſe Ins 
ſtances of Scripture, that follow in 
this or the next Chapter, to prove 
Chriſtianity a rational intelligible 
| Religion; they only prove, 'That 
Reaſon is a concurring Inſtrument in 
embracing all religious Truths, not 
b teaching us to comprehend. the 

ature of *em, but to engage our 
Aﬀent, where we cannot fully com» 
prehend upon rational Motives and 
ConviCtions: © And we- think we 


L 


«< a& upon rational Motives and. 


* Convictions in Matters of Revela- 
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Properly call'd Myſteries. 
« tion, when we know as much of 
« the thing as ſatisfies us, what it is 
&G OD propoſes to our belief, and 
« yet find ſome things contain'd in 
«em incomprehentible in their own 
« nature, and rely upon God's Vera- 
«city, Power, Wiſdom, and Good- 
«nets, rather than reject the whole, 
* becauſe we know but in part. Nay 
further, in the caſe of Miracles, we 
grant, that Reaſon may judge of the 
reality of *em, becauſe they are Ob- 
jets of Sence, and are to be examin'd 
by the Teſtimony of the Senſes , by 
Ideas of Objeas of Sence, and the 
Exercitations of Reaſon upon em, 
and becauſe Miracles are the uncon- 
troulable Demonſtrations of the Spi- 
rit, or Means of Conviction, for pro- 
ving the Divine Original of Revela- 
tion ; * And wecan freely grant, that 
« Reaſon muſt a&t by common'No- 
« tions, to prove Revelation to be tru- 
«ly Divine ; But when this is done, 
there's no Conſequence that Reaſon 
muſt ti]l meaſure reveaPd Truths by 
common Notions, and reject em if 
the cannot fully comprehend *em, 'or 
if ſhe cannot make *em comport with 
common Notions ; which is the thing 
E 4 our 
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. perfect, or, at laſt, induſtriouſly 


Certain Chriſtian Dodtrines, | 
our Adverſary labofirs to prove. - 


The remaining Inſtances, whith 
only declare the Perſpicuity of the 


- Moral Law or Chriſtian Precepts, a 


Ingenious Reader will preſently d 
ſcern how foreign and impertinent 
they are to his Deſign. 

At the fame rate he trifſes, whey 
he raiſes an ObjeQion from the Cor 
ruption of Humane Reaſon ; as if, by 
making his own Anſwers and Oby 
Ctions, he had vanquiſt'd all our A 
guments, gain'd the Field, and might 
triuumphantly maintain, That thert, 
wothing in the C —_— Religion 
ſerious, or above Reaſon ; tor, I 
not anywhere find the Ch.of Enylanl 
fixes the Controverſic on this Bottom 
and therefore this is Reply enous 
to two of his Chapters, viz. 3, 4- 

| ha 


And now we come to the "Third 
Scion, where we are introduclÞ} 
with an Account of what's fer OW 
and above Reaſon, I ſhall for the mol 
part take his own Accounts of it, ard 
therefore ſhall not much diſpute any 
thing in the firſt Chapt. only I cannot 
forbear to remark, how lame or im- 


| 


_ 


Properly call d Myſteries. 

vocal. all his Deſcriptions are : 
Hes ives us two Significations of a 
Myftery, the firſt I {hall not examin 
his ſecond is, (I ſuppoſe he ſpeaks 
his own Opinion, elſe he ſhould have 
declar*d the contrary) [ It « made to 
fignifie a thing of its own nature incon- 
cetvable, and not to be joce's of 4 our 
ordinary Faculties and Tazas, tho? it 
be never ſo much reveaPd, ] Indeed, 
I think the firſt-part of this Deſcri- 
_ is a Myſtery ; tho?, I ſuppoſe, 
means, in the nature of the thing, 

or by reaſon of its Immenſity, it's in- 
conceivable to us, or with re{pe& to 
Humane Comprehenſion ; but then, 
who knows how far he intends to 
carry this, I mean, repreſent a My- 
ſtery inconceivable? If he intends it fo 
as that we can form no merrer of Ideas 
of it,thenhe impoſes a manifeſt Abſur- 
dity upon theWorld ; for no one ever 
called that a MysTexy that we could 
-have'no Notion of ; for, ſuch a thing 
may be as well Nothing, as Myſtery, for 
any thing we can tell, And therefore 
Myſtery, at leaſt, ſuppoſes 4» Imper- 
feet or _—_ laea, . (as appears 
from all thoſe Inſtances I have ither- 
tQ 
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ery oppoſed to it, every thing _ 


Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
toproduc'd) otherwiſe we could not 
know what God propoſes to our Be: 
lief, -But then, if we enquire further 
into the thing, and endeavour to uns 
ravel the Mods of its Exiſtence, we 
can either form no diſtinct Idea, or, 
at leaſt, none that wall comport with 
common Notions. And thus far we 
affirm, That Myſteries are not to be 
judg'd of by our ordinary Faculties 

Ideas, tho? never fo clearly re 


veald. N. r. 


I proceed to Chap. 2. where, after 
having promis'd-a wonderful Perſpt- 
cuity in the Caſe before him, he af: 
firms, [ That _ can be ſaidto be 
«Myſtery, becauſe we have not an ade 
quate Ides of it, or 4 diftini# View of 
all its Properties at once; for then eve: 
ry thing would be a Myſtery. ] Now 
truly Pm much of his Mind, for Pm 
per{waded that no Finite Underſtan- 
ding can conceive all the ſeveral Pro 
perties of any one Being, at once in # 
diſtin& view :-This is the Peculiar 
of an All-wife GOD ; and if an ades 
quate Idea muſt imply a diſtin& view 
of every Property at once, and My- 
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Properly calf d Myſteries. 
be a Myftery to every intelligent Be- 
ing but GOD: So that S a No- 
tion rais'd, that proves nothing, and 
no one requires it. We will-there- 
fore paſs this as an Unphiloſophical 
Blunder, and deſcribe an adequate 
Idea to be what he aims at, wiz. A 
clear and diſtints Idea of the Nature 
and Properties of an Objet#, This ( he 
congends) cannot be fairly oppoſed to 
MyYsTExy, becauſe, in the Know- 
ledge of Humane Bodies, GOD has 
ſufficiently anſwer'd the Ends and 
Deſigns of it, by enabling us tocom- 
prehend the principal Properties of 
Bodies, and 3 Uies of *em : And 
therefore what remains cannot be 
MrsTexy, N. 19,20. Thus 6 truly 
a Reaſon which is more cogent -on 
the other hand, as well in Philoſophi- 
cal as ReveaPd Difquifitions : GOD 
has diſcover'd, or enabPd us tocom- 


prehend, as much as is uſeful or -nv+ 


ceſlary in both theſe Caſes ; but, at- 
teriall, we can-pretend no. further 
than ſome principal Properties : And 
fince Reafor tells us, there's a great 
deal undiſcover*d and incomprehen- 
lible;'we may juſtly affirm, 'That 
+ 


there 
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there are Myſteries in Natere, as well 
as Revelation ; ſo that we are behol- 
den to him for his Argument, tho? he 
had no Friendly Deſign init. Indeed, 
if he would be content to carry us ng 
further than the force of his Argue 
ment -naturally tends, we ſhould pre 
ſently.joyn in an amicable Accom» 
modation, which is in other terms ng 
more than this : © There can be ng 
« Myftery in Revelation, ( he might 
&* have added, nor in rerun naturs) 
« T mean, in this Notion of it ; be 
&* cauſe ”_ er—waa as much as on oy 
&* nite Underſtandings are capable 

* or as much as is neceſlary - uſeful, 
If this may be admitted, it's a ſub 
ſtantial Reaſan to conclude againſ 
the Poſſibility of a Myſtery. 

But we may ſay there are Myſt 
ries, -not becauſe we know not a 
much as is neceſſary and uſeful, but 
becauſe after we know the principal Pre: 
perties of Things, or as much as #& ith 
ceſſary or uſeful, we can diſcern a great 
deal. which we cannot comprehend. And 
this; holds good not only in Matters 
of: Revelation, but Natere too. Our 
Aaverſery confeſſes as much; for thi 
| we 
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Properly cal d Myſteries. 61 
we have a competent Idea of the 
Properties of Boazes, that is, as far as 
they are uſeful to us, yet we are not 
able to comprehend the Modus of 
their Operations, nor indeed the true 
"ogg of a great many obvious Ef- 


Again, In reveaPd Truths we can 
form, at leaſt, an imperfe&t Idea of 
what GOD propoſes to our belief. 
'Thus we form an Idea of our Seavs- 
osr”s Divinity, from thoſe CharaQters 
which Revelation and Natural Rea- 
ſon gives us of the Godhead. We be- 
lieve him to be poſleſsd with the ful- 
neſs of the Godhead, becauſe the ſame 
CharaQters are aſcrib'd to him that 
are aſcrib'd to the Father in _— 
of the Godhead ; but we cannot form 
an Idea of the Manner of the Union 
of this Divinity with Hamane Nature, 
nor its Conſiſtence with the Vnity of 
the Godhead, at leaſt ſoas to make it 


_comport with common Notions : So 
that in reſpe&t 'of the Modes of 


things, whether as to their Exiſtence 
or Operations,evenin thoſe of Nateral 
Bodies, as well as Matters of Revela- 


tion, there are Myſteries in Natere, 
(and 


62 CertainChriſtian Dofrines, 
(and that properly) as well as in Rs 
wvelation. | 
Our Adverſary indeed would call 
this an Inadequate Kpowleage, but no 
thing Myſterious or above Reaſon; 
but I hope __— it a Myftery even 
. | in the received ſence of the Word, as 
 wellas the reaſonof the Thing, and 
that too on his own Conceſſions and 
Principles. And, i 
- 1#, It's certain his Evaſtons cor 
cerning Inadequate Ideas will do him 
no ſervice, to take off the Denomina- 
tions of Myſtery, or «bove Reaſon; for 
we affirm, That Things are he: a 
750m, and above Reaſon, becauſe we 
can form but very imperfett and ins 


Pl te Ideas of **'m., Irs cers 


« tainly abſurd toimagine that any 
> Re can be myſterious, or about 
&« Reaſon, which we are able fully to 
« comprehend; and it's equally ab- 
< ſurdto fay, that things are. myfferi- 
&« ox, when we can form no Idea at 
« all, fince we can pronounce nothing 
&« when we kzow nothing: But, to 
< confeſs, that of moſt things we'can 
<« form but imperfe&t and inadequate 
© Ideas, is to prove a thing to be my- 

« ſterious; 
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Properly call'd Myſteries, 
« ferious ; for, if we know and ac- 
« knowledge,that our molt improy*d 
« Ideas are inadequate, we mult con- 
« clude there's ſomething behind, ei- 
« ther as tothe Modes or Rationale of 
« Things, which Reaſon cannot com- 
« prehend. And I know no better 
denomination, than to ſay, That 
Things are in this reſpeQ myſterions, 
or above Reaſon. | 
To make up the ſtrift Notion of 
ery, we are not to conſider the 
eceſſity or Uſefulneſs of what we 
cannot comprehend ; but the grand 
ueſtion is, Whether ou are not ' 
des and Properttes of Things, that 

by reaſon of —_— -, Human 
Under ſtanding, or the Immenſity or In- 
tricacy of the Things 'emſelves, cannot 
be comprebended by us ? * For it is the 
* Abſtruſeneſs or Inaccefſability of 
© Things that make the Myſteries, 
* not. the Neceſſity or Uſefulneſs. of 
*what is incomprehenſible. And 
therefore if there be Things mn this 
material World which we cannot 
comprehend, we. may truly affirm, 
That there's a Myſtery. in Nature, or 
that Natura! Canes or Effects are _ 
ar 


far above Reaſon, or myſterious , muc} 
more may we affirm it of Matters of 
Revelation : And therefore, to ule the 
Inſtance of a vain inſulting Adverſas 
ry, Tho we live upon Water, and ſe 
aud handle it daily, there may i 
ſomething in it myſterious, and abovg 
Reaſon, inaſmuch as we cannot for 
ax [dea of every thing that truly belong 


roit, Andyet no wiſe Man will boli 


tempted to make ſucha ptaRical I 
ference as this Reaſoner hath ſug 
gelted, that is, reſolve never to ex 
quire 1nto its Nature, nor imploy i 


#Sze Sect. tn his Houſe or Grounds *, But, ig 
3-4\. 10. Matters of Revelation,we know hoy 


te our Ideas are, * as much 
© as Fenite differs from Infinite, Neg 
© z#ve from Potwieg and Sexce from 
© Spirir : Muit they not then cons 
© tain things «bove Reaſon, becauſe 
* they are only thus inadequate ? 
But further, As for the original 
Import of the word My a Ky am 
not concern?d to trace it in the pre 
mitive Uſes of it, it's ſufficient if by 
Cuſtom it hath obtain'd another Imp 
port ( it may be) every jot as proper 


as the former. Our Author owns fl. 
| that 
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Properly call'd Myſteries. 65 
that int approved Claſſicks it's com- 
monly taken for obſcure and' intri- 
XY cate Matters,. ſuch as cannot well be 
Ycomprehended or ſeen into . And * See N. 


"Schis, Ithink, is equally proper with 5- Se. 3- 
VY that other deſcrib'd by him, which 
implies ſomething beyond a Vell,nor 
"I diſcernable till that is remov'd : And 
Min this ſence the Types under the 
WW Moſaick Law he accounts Myſteries ; 
for thoſe which thro? the ImperteCti-_ 
SW ons or Weakneſs of Reaſon, or the 
> — Diſtance, or Intricacy of 
LE the Objett, may be as little diſcern'd' 
vE 2s thoſe that have a Veil over %em; 
"JJ and then they ſeem to be equally my- 
Wl ferious,and above _—_ Ina word, 
© My/ftery is lomething {Kut up from our” 
"I View or Cognizance, and it is not 
material whether thige done by a 
K Veil or. other ImpedIments or Ob- 
\Efiruftions ;-and conſequently Myſtery 
Ynd an Inadequate Ides may be ver 
*F conſiſtent ; I do not mean, that which 
Y ariſes from affeted Ignorance, but 
the Intricacy of the Object, and the 
' Weakneſs of Humane Reaſon under 
its lygheſt Improvements. 


F But 


Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 


But, to clear up his Underſtanding 


in this matter, by a few Argumerty 
drawn from his own Poſitions, the 
Riches of his own inexhauſted Braig, 
he tells us, Cap.3. N.27. That certaiy 
ve. ate ep” are calPd Mylteries, 
with reſpeit to the Jews, [not.that thy 
knew nothing 'of *'em, but they "wen 
not clearly and fully reveaPd till th 
New Teſtament -times, being veil'd by 
fore by various Typical Repreſentatis 
ons, &c.] : Well, you ſec he allows 
Moſaick Types to be Myſteries, and 
gives the reaſon , Becauſe they ſaw 
**mthroa Veil; or, in St. Paz/'s 


guage, with reſpect to further Diſcs 


veries, thro a Glaſſ darkly : And what 
is this, but that they knew them in 
part, or by inadequate Ideas? I'm 

ure our ledge. is as much 
cramp'd in ſevE&al of thoſe Inſtance 
produc'd by oyr Authos, from the In 
tricacy and Immenlity of the Thing 
'emſzlves, as thoſe Goſpel-rruths-ſhut 
up from the Fews by the Moſaick Val 
of Types and Figures: © And conle- 
* quently, why is not the one as much 
* a Myſtery to us, as the other to the 
* Jews, and for this very reaſon, by 

| *cau 
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Properly calld Myſteries. 
(cauſe we know them inadequately, 
But, to goa little further with him, 
I remember, in the State of his Que- 
ſtion, as well as in other places, he 
gives us to underſtand, That af Re- 
vead Matters may be judg'd of even by 
common Notions, both as to their Mans« 
wer and Exiſtence, as eaſily as the or- 
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thing in the Goſpel contrary. to Reaſon, 
or —_ it ; and, That »o Chriſtiax 
Dettrine can be properly calPd a Mx- 
STERY, This is the State of the Que- 
ſtion ; and what he aſſerts muſt be a 


_ 


- 


ous Or above Reaſon : So that we may 
henceconclude, and that upon his ows 
Principles too, That that Thins whoſe 
Manner or Exiftence cannot be con- 
ceiv'd, even with as much eaſe.and 
clearnel(s as the ordinary Phanomens 
of Nature, is a Myſtery, and above 
Reaſon. Certainly heres a fair Con- 


inadequate Ideas ; for, as rhis Author 
confeſſes, we can form Ideas of the 
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as 


dinary Phenomena of Nature ; and . 
therefore concludes, That there's no-. 


Criterion, in judging what is »yſteri- 


ceſſion, and ſuch as will make things 
myſterious, becauſe we can but form: . 


Beings of Things, and know as much. 
T's . | 


67 
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as is uſeful from their Properties and 


 EffeQts, whilſt we are ignorant of the 


manner of their Exiſtence or Produ- 
Aion : SeeN.S8, 11. —— (theone of 
Plants, and the other of Rain). Here 
| he manifeſtly fixes our inadequate t- 
deas upon the Mods of Things,with 
reſpeC to their Operations and Ext 
ſence; that is, our Ideas are inade- 
quate, becauſe we cannot decipher 
mr their Modus = fiſts, tho? we 
now their principal Properties 
their Effets od Uſes. ot 7 
And now we may call in his own 
Principles to conclude againſt him, 
and affirm, That inadequate Ideas 
muſt neceſſarily imply a Myſtery, for 
uate Ideas imply our Igno- 
rance as to the Modws of Things, and 
that thing whoſe Modus cannot be 
comprehended, according to his own 
Principles, is myſterious, and above 
Reaſon, Here, I think, he pretends 
to Oxt-do the moſt improv?d Arts of 
' Prieftcraft, whulit he declares for no- 
thing but Resſoz, and baniſhes Myſte- 
' ry out of the World, and yet impoſes 
things that ſurpaſs the higheſt My/te- 
ry; ſince he labours to make the 
World 
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Properly cald Myſteries. * 69 
World embrace lis Contrad:&tions for 


' the andoubted Decrees of Reaſon: [This 


&,in his own language, trifling with 4 
witneſs, or vitifal ſbifizng any rd 
or what not, and ſuch as diſcovers 4 
mighty Scarcity of good Arguments, 
N. 13.] But he hathnot done with 
us yet, and therefore wage with 
an obliging Propoſal, [ [f they will till 
be fooling, ab Fl os ones Ky- 
ſeries, 1m willing to admit as many as 
they pleaſe in Religion they will allow 
me likewiſe to make mine. as intelligible 
to others as theſe are ro'me, Ib. 

I hope T have made good the firſt 
part, That there are true and proper. 
Myſteries, even in the Schools of Na- 
tyre. And, if ſo, it's manifeſt, not- 
withſtanding his vain Trumphs, we 
have an Argument 4 »#4jori, That 
there are Myſteries in Revelation : 1 
ſay, it's 4 majors to every one but 
him, that has the Face to aſſert, That 
an infinite incomprehenſible Spirit is an 
Object equally intelligible with Objetts 
of Sence, or with Wood or Stone, As 


for the laſt part of his Propoſals, I 


believe every one will conſent, © That 
the ſhall make all thoſe reveal 
F 3 Truths 


. fo Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 


> chief Properties, and their ſeveral 


4 . 


©Traths we call Myſteries, as intellis 
&pible as. he's able, provided he} 
£ promiſe not to rejeCt *em, becauſe 
f he fails in his Undertaking ; or, ina 
* word, becauſe he cannot make them 
$ compare with common Ideas or No: 
£ tions, . | 

And now, I hope, I have ſaid 
enough to invalidate all the Arg 
ments of this Chapter. - But left he 
ſhould think me rude, or that 7 neg 
le& him too much, I ſhall make ſome 
; ſhort Returns to a few Paſſages that 
are yet behind. And, ; 
_ 1#, Heinſtrufts us what it is to 
comprehend a Thing, viz. [ When 
#ts chief Properties, and their ſeveral 
Uſes, are known to us.; for to compre- 
bend, in all corre Authors, i nothing 
elſe but to know ; and as of what is nt 
knowable we can have no Jdea, fo i it 
nothing to ws, I ſhall, for once, ad- 
mit, that in the common Notion of 
Humane Perception or Comprehet- 
ſion, wethink we know or compre 
hend a' Thing ſufficiently, when its 


+ © 6 = == toy S DÞ om 


waa aw & katy on tt =”. 


Vies, are known to us ; but may we 
not at the ſame time diſcern, that 
as 4; © % -iefcu » mo . * thers 


-— oa” > <R.= 


=» IIS & ww. WS. 06S 


oe c_—__ A 


Properly cal'd Myſteries. 
there are others we cannot conceive, . 
and that the Modss or preciſe Nature * 
of thaſe we know are inconceivable: 
And ſo we may, without Offence, or 
in a {trit and proper way of Speech, 
affirm, That there's a great deal my- 
ſerious in the thing, and above Rea- 
fon; and yet we do not pronounce it_ 
#ove Reaſon, (as he luggelts, ib.) be- 
rauſe we know no more than con» 
cerns us; but becauſe there's ſome- 
thing inconceivable, tho? to conceive 
it does not ſo diretly concern us. 

But, 2dly, as for that, which is »y- 
ferious even in Matters cf Revelatis 
on, we do not pretend that jt is any 
thing tous; I mean, as if we were 
oblig'd to comprehend or define the 

rectſe Modas of the thing ; Th is to 

a Myftery and no Myſtery. However, 
fince we diſcern in certain reveal” d 
Truths fomething which we cannot 
comprehend, we may believe thofe 


reveal'd Traths to be lofar wyſfterions, 


* and they fofar concern us, as to pay 
the Obedience of Faith to'em, and 
* not reje& the Whole, becauſe we 
* cannot comprehend Every-thing 
that bef&ngs to = This ought 

4 to 


72 Certam C hriftian Dotrines, | 


to be an Eternal Rule to our Author 
*30 matters of Revelation, becauſe it's 
founded upon his own Words and 
Principles ; We believe the Divinity 
of our Saviour, becauſe we have not 
only its Uſes ſet forth, but we have 
it repreſented-in the principal Proper. 
ties of the Godhead, even ſuch as are 
aſcrib'd to Gov the Father ; and 
conſequently, in the Sence of this 
Author, we may be ſaid to compre 
hend or know this Divine Truth, 
Therefore if any thing ariſes as to the 
Modas of its Exiſtence, or otherwile, 
that is myſterious, (not knowable, or 
of which we can have no Idea) his 
own Rule direQts him, that this is no- 
thing to him, and conſequently is b 
no means to be an Argument againk 
this Divine Truth : Pm ſure, 1f ?tis 
not ridiculous not to ſuperſede our 
—_ in matters that do not 
direttly concern us, (another Aſſerti- 
on of his, ib.) it's undoubtedly ridics 
tous to make Diſquiſitions in ſuch Caſes, 
and wake them «un Argument ie rejedt- 
7212 the cleareF reveald Truths; which 
is the conſtant PraQtice of the Moders 
Reafoners or Diſputers of this World, 
the Socinians, ** 0 But, 
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Properly calPd Myſteries. 

'But, to proceed, the next thing re- 
markable 1s, a compendious Rule tg 
acquire Uſeful Knowledge, M1. 11, 
viz. Not to trouble ourſelves nor others 
pith what is Uſeleſs were it known, or 
what #5 impoſſible to be known at all, 
Whereas 1n the Paragraph imme- 
diately preceeding,he ſeems to charge 
uw with faying, That Things are 
tbove Reaſon, becauſe we know no more 
than concerns us, or is uſefal. Angyet 
allowuig this Notion, he tells us, that 
it i: ridiculous to ſuperſede our Diſqui- 
fitions about it upon that Score ; that 


s, according to his own Notion, tho? . 


we know as much of it as concerns 
us,.or is uſeful. A bleſsd Law-giver 
truly, to inſtitute Contradiftions al- 
moit with the ſame Breath ; for, I 


think, he cannot avoid the Charge, ' 


without flying to that which is as 


abominable in his very Thoughts as 


this reproachful to his Reaſon; Þ 
mean, by Pleading he intended a 
Myftery. - LAID 

And now, having given you 
enough of the DoQtrinal part, he car- 
ries us to Application; but _ I 
hope I have diſabled him fo yiſthly 
«1 10 


73 


74 Certam Chriſtian Do&rines, | 


in the former, as ſuperſedes the Ne- 
cefſity of a formal Reply to the lat. 
ter. I ſhall only recite the Application 
he has made,and rather refer than an: 
fwer; [18, That no Chriſtian Dodrin, 
20 more than any ordinary piece of Ns 
ture, can be reputed a Myitery, becauſe 
we have not an adequate or compleat Iaes 
of whatever belongs to it.) As for wht 
may be attributed to inadequate 
Ideg, I have faid enough in tl 
Chapter ; and tho? we may not lay, 
© That the want of an adequate Idea 
© is the formalis ratio that conftitums 
* a Myſtery, yet our Inabilities in cony 
*p ending ſome things that at 
* really lodg'd in it,or really belongw 
F it, makes it a Myſtery ; and as: is 
ready prov'd with as good reaſons 
thoſe things he counts myſterious, wit. 
Intelligible Truths beyond the Veil; 

2aly, | What i teveald in Religh 
*On, 4s it ts moit uſeful and neceſſary,ji 
. it muit and may be as eaſily comprehes 
ded, and found as conſiſtent with on 


common Notions, as what we know 


' Wood or Stone, or the like. }] We ct 
tainly agree, That God hathonly rv 
yeaPd as much as is neceſſary or ul 


ful; 
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ful ; and, in matters of Revela- 
tion, no more than will give us an 
Idea of the Thing, or what it is 
GoD propoſes to our Beliet; and 
therefore make this an Argument, 
that there are Things that belong to 
it, of which-we cannot form a diftin& 
Idea, and, conſequently, from hence 
give it the Denomination of being 
Myſterious. 

Now, as for the myſterious part of 
any reveaPd Truth, we affirm, "That 
it exceeds our Comprehenſion, other- 
wiſe the Myſtery muſt ceaſe': Bur, as 
it exceeds our Comprehenſion, ſo we 
ſay, it is not neceſſary to be compre- 
hended ; much leſs do we allow, that 
-t may be comprehended by common 

Ideas or Notions, or ſcann'd by theſe 
Ideas ; Soas that, in caſe it doth not 
correſpond with *em, we camot call 
in i0n the Truth of what is re- 
veaPd and comprehended. 

'* No, here, in caſe Curioſity tempts 
us to dive into the myſterious part of 
any reveaPd Truth, and upon. the 
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T6 Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
£ Truth, where we cannot compre, 
* hend the Modws of it ; or, 1n other 
* Terms, adore, where we canngt 
* comprehend. But as to our coms 
prehending by common Notions, or, 
as cafily as we can comprehend, 
Wood, or Staye, or the like, I obs 
. ferve, - | 
1ſt, This Gentleman makes al 
Objeas of Humane Knowledge & 
qually comprehenſible. And, +: 
2dly, That we may take our Meg 
ſures & comprehending any one, by 
thoſe Idea's we have formed of 6 
thers; but I have elſewhere ſuf 
ciently diſcovered the Falſeneſs o 
both theſe Aſertions ;-and there] 
ſhall not enlarge, but reſt upon the 
Concluſivenels of. what hath bee 
offered. | 
 3zdly, When we do as familiarlyey 
plain ſuch Dottrines as what « knonsYid 
of Natural Things (which I pretend wth 
* See N. can) we may then be as * properly ſailhir 
12:Sett.3. #0 comprehend the one as the othes. ſta 
This isa very bold Undertaking, andrec 
. Not to be believed ?rill he gives whithe 
poor Reaſon, and nothing leſs thaaſime 
Matter of FaQ& for Demonſtratiqn, fit ; 
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Properly cal d Myſteries. 77 
eſpecially if he intends that part of 
thoſe DoQtrines we juſtly call wyſte- 
row, Put then, in uſing this Fami- 
liarity, « We muſt engage him: not 
© to explain away the Subſtance of _ 
any DoQtrine, nor to reject the Dos : 
(Arine, if he fails in his Explication, 
And now we come to attack him in 
his Strong-hald , that is, his Appeal 
to the Voice of 
truly Scripture is 
Tribunal for the Deciſion of all Con- 
troverſies in Matters of ' Revelation ; 
and as to their preſent Controverſies, 
as far as Scripture can determine, 
every one may deſire to put the Caſe 
on this flue, and Appeal to this Tri- 
bunal (as well as he) provided he is 
atisfied Scripture is on his fide ; and 
he may with greater fatisfa&tion be 
=_ Orthodox with this on his 
e, than to paſs for Orthodox with 
the whole World, and have it againſt 
bm. But then in caſe he either mi- 
ſtakes the Sence of Scripture, or has 
ndrecourſe to it, tromake it come, up to 
whthe' State of his Caſe, and prove 
anymore than what can be inferr*d from 
Jt ;-it's very bold to ſay, that Scri- 
Xp" pture 
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Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, | 
re has engaged him in this-Errg, 
if it be one: Here Pm ſure Scriptury 
will be no Protection to him, againſt 
a juſt Charge of Error, becauſe he 
makesan Appeal to her, and retreat 
under her Wing for Shelter ; whey 
in reality he charges his own falk 
Reaſonings, or the Arguments ( 
ſome particular Paſſtons, not to ig 
unjuſt Propoſitiong, on Scripture, 
if all were the unring Counſels and 
DiRates of Divine Trath. And tru 
this Reaſoner does little leſs, - wha 
he attempts to prove, that there an 
no Myſteries in Chriſtianity, becauk 
he endeavours to ſhew , that the 
ward ' Myſtery in. the New Teff 
ment, is no where applied to the *1 
Thing we contend for, viz. a Thinfh* a 
that with reſpe& to. Hamane Reaſouſ* v 
contains ſomething in it altogetheſ*c 
zncomprehenſible : For is it not abſun 
to argue againſt a Thing from tied 
ſignification of a Word, which mighF*t: 
never have been uſed in Scripturs, 

and yet the Thing found there ? and #4 
tho? it is uſed, yet-our Author, pur 
ſuant to the Mind of Scriptare, no 
Three ſeveral Significations on We 

| | 


Properly call d Myfteries. 79 
2nd conſequently it can be no E 
.ment 7, it hath not a try, ot 
cauſe it does not appear in Scripture z 
unleſs he could prove that the Holy 
Gho#t thought it neceſſary to reveal 
all the Notions or Acceptations of the 
vl word Myſtery ; therefore if this Ad- 
yocate for Reaſon allows the-whole 
8 Caſe, as he pretends, to be put upon 
this Iſſue, it will preſently be given 
i againſt him, for want of a good 
ih Conſequence. So that in truth, if 
ng Controverlſie is to be aa 
Scripture, (as no doubt # ought) 
uk Tank coariidably turn upon chi 
kf ifue, © Whether there are not Truths 
ff et forth in Scripture, in which, if 
we enquire 1ato the Nature of *em, 
wl*a great deal is contain'd in *em, 
ml* which we cannor comprehend, and 
conſequently are my/teriow , and 
urdi}® above Reaſon ; whether Scripture 
ir deliver *em undeggthele Denoouna- 
oF ©tions Or no, | 
"This may be. true, tho? the Word 
nl /fery were no where to be found 
J1a Scripture, or tho? Scripture had 
xe&$not ſo much as hipted , that there 


ty were. any thing -1jſterious or incom- 
and pre- 


- , 
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prehenfible. If this can be proved, 
our Adverſary muſt — 
that there are Myſteries in Chriſtia- 


nity ſtill. The nces of our Sa- 


viour*s Incarnation alteady produ- 
ced, move upon this Suppoſition ; 
and I ſhall be ready to prove it 
whenever he ſhall think fit 'to im- 
pugn the Truth of it. But beſides 
this, I ſhall in ſome meafure conde- 
ſcend to his own Method, and tho'I 
ſhall not Examine every Paſſage of 
Scripture, to ſee whether he has 
rightly ſtated the Signification of the 

ord, yet I donot queſtion, but we 
may offer as ſtrong Arguments to ap- 
ply it ſomerimes to the Sence we con- 


tend for, as he hath done for another; 


and beſides this, I hope to produce 
ſome Paſſages of Scripture, that al- 
ſure us there are {till thoſe things in 
Chriſtianity, we properly call M fh- 
res ; and itthis baperformed, I hope 
it may without AﬀeQation be ſaid, 
that his Appeal to the Tribunal of 
Scripture is defeated. 

And, 1#, becauſeI do not deſign 
Oppoſition, or Diſputes, for Oppoli- 
tion's ſake ; I ſhall -own that " 
Wor 


Fo 


4 Properly cali'd Myſteries: 


Word My$STERY 1s uſed in the 
ſeveral Sences he hath put upon it. 
I. For the Goſpel in general. | 
II. For fome unfolded Secrets, 
a: [HATE 
- TIT; For things veil'd by Parables ; 
but this is by no means an Argument 
that there is no other. ſignification to 
be found in Scripture : tor I am per- 
fwaded, I. can prove- the contrary, 
with as much Authority and Force 
of Reaſon' as he can 09, "Yom againſt 
it ; I mean, that it's ſometimes uſed 
to expreſs the Incomprehenſibleneſs 


of certain Truths,tho? reveaPd. And, 


1. That Myſtery muſt imply ſome- 
thing that is NE Nature of F to Us 
incomprehenſible, St. Pal ſeems to 
have aſſured us, But we ſpeak the Wi/- 
dom of God in a Myſtery, even the hid- 
der Wiſdom of God, 1 Cor. 2. 7. All 
ſides agree, that the Apoſtle points 
at the Fundamental Articles of the 
Chriſtian Faith, and particularly the 
Redemption pf the World by Jeſus 
Chriſt, and more primarily the moſt 
abſtruſe part of it, his Incarnation. 

2. It's viſible the Apoſtle ſpeaks 


of it. as « Myſtery, even when be re- 
: G weals 
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wveals it ; for he reveals the Wifdom 
of God in a Myſtery. He now ſpeaks 
to the Perfe&t; that had own'd the 
Goſpel, and the Divine Authority of 
his Preaching, as appears from the 
preceding Verfe; and it's their pecu- 
liar ro have'the Meat of the Word, 
or' the Myſteries of the Kingdom of 
GOD, communicated to *em'; and 
therefore, tho? this Wiſdom of GOD 
be a Myſtery, and conſequently he 
delivers it as fuch, yet the Perfett be. 
lieve , when they cannot compre- 
hend, becauſe it is the Wiſdom of 
G OD : I am ſure this Notion'ts a- 
grecable to the Judgment of Clemen; 
Alexandrinns; tor he uſes the very 
Word of the Apoſtle, and- calls it, 
Thy & uvSnels Xaauiuorhy od 21cr, it 1H Su&ay 6 if 
30 ;. nay; *he makes this'an Argy- 
ment, why the Fundamental Truths 
of tlie Goſpel ſhould onlyphe com- 
municated to the Pure and Perfe, 
6m#;uT\izo ty Thy & pornet?, Rc. HE ſa Ya, 
Strom. Lib, z. And therefore fince 
the Apoſtle reveals it in a Myſtery, it 
zu't be ſo, becauſe it contains ſomes 
thing in it that is incomprehinſpble. 
Hence we may juſtly Vindicate our 

Enzliſh 
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Engliſh Tranſlation, which does not 


joyn, Ty ammxpuutyny To y wvonelp, as 
our Adver/ary would have it ; but 
makes it a Repetition, or Enlarge- 
ment upon the Divine Wiſdom, viz, 
even the Hidden Wiſdom. It's true, 
our Adverſary endeavours to evade 
this Expoſition, becauſe we are told 
in the 1oth Verſe, But God hath re- 
vealed them to us by his Spirit : But 
the Words manifeſtly referr to thoſe 
Things, which, in the preceding 
Verſe, God is ſaid to have prepared 
for them that love him, which are 
chiefly the Benefits of our Redem- 

tion, and the Conlequent of this 

ndamental Revelation; or at leaſt, 
if it muſt be this fundamental In- 
ſtance of Divine Wiſdom, ' it is only 
reveaPd ſo as to let us know, what 


God intends by it, and aſſures us of 


the Truth of it, but not to compre- 
hend the whole Nature of it ; or in 
a word, it 1s fo reveaPd, as any 0- 
ther thing is reveaPd in a Myſtery; 
that is, when ſomething remains in 
it, that. is not to be comprehended ; 
{o that, 'in Truth, here's Myſtery in 
two SENCEsS ; . 

G2. 11t, 
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iſt, With reſpe& to the Incom- 
prehenſibleneſs of the Thing. And, 
With reſpe& to rhe Thing 
before 1d was communicated to us. 
And thus far not only che Natural 
Conſtruftion of the Words, but the 
Authority of a Learned Expoſitor 
carries us, Vid. Theophilatt. in locum, 
Mu5iewr taadls 70 x42 F Xewev tiguYy He, & 
x) xihguy Ht E570, MAKE 3 pau SHerhy iowvy 14.0 ud 
"Ay A0 idtony duTh weir Wei ats x; BAY a1M 
Paimoy]es, hAX0 voy 
But Secondly, I ſhall inſiſt on that 
noble Paſſage of St. Paul to Timothy, 
Ep.1. Cap. 3. Ver. xo. * And without 
© Controverſie, great is the Myſtery 
©of Godlineſs ; God was maniteſted 
© in the Fleſh, juſtified in the Spirit, 
© ſeen of Angels, preached unto the 
© Gentiles, believed on in the World, 
© received up into Glory, It's obſer- 
vable, our Adverſary expounds as 
accurately, as he reaſons ; for he 
produces this for his eighth Paſſage, 
where Myſtery is put for the Goſpd 
in general, whereas it's manifeſt the 
Words cannot, without the greateſt 
Violence, be applyed to any thing 
, buta Divine Perſon, repreſented a 
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der certain Divine Charadters, and in- 
deed to none but our Saviour, the 


 Corner-Stone of the Goſpel, but not 


the Goſpel; for truly the Apoſtle 
ſeems, in this place, to have given 
a deſcription of his whole Media- 
tion. I am ſure the Current of the 
Fathers, as well as of after Com- 
mentators, apply it to none but our 
Saviour, But now ſince our Saviour's 
Incarnation is this Myſtery of God- 
lineſs, it's evident the Apoſtle does 
-not ſpeak of what it was before it was 
reveaPd,but what it is after it is preach- 
ed and believed on in the World, and 
therefore he calls it a. My/rery, not 
becauſe it was ſo before it was res 
veald, but becauſe it ſtill remains ſo; 
and thereupon he endeavours to re- 
preſent jt as ſuch, by inlarging upon 
the Nature and Incomprehenſible- 
neſs of it; God was manifeſt in 
Fleſh, the Foundation of this My- 
ſtery, the following CharaQters be- 
ing only their Appendages that take 
their riſe and concenter mm it, Thus 
isan Expoſition that diſcovers itlelt 
ſoclearly, that we find our Adver- 
fary induſtriouſly huddling up this 
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Paſſage, as it were, in a Myſtery, 
without giving any tolerable account 
of it ; andat laſt is forced to confeſs, 
That the gracious Manifeſtation of 
Chriſt and his Goſpel, is to us won- 


derfully ſtupendous and ſurprizing, 
N. 30. So that we plainly read MM 
ftery in the very Sence we contend 
for : I am ſure we have the Opinion 
of ſome Ancient Church-Writers to 
ratifieit, Of this Opinion we find 
Athanaſins in his Tract againſt Pas- 
lus Samoſatenus de Incarnatione Verhi, 
where he gives his Judgment, e C4 
thedra, as Archbiſhop of Alexandria; 
for firſt he lays open the Attempts of 
this Heretick, in endeavouring to 
Subvert the Doctrine of our Sz 
viour's Incarnation, and tiles it, 
Mt#za uvwewy [7 wa wulewy dyarpirey;| 
and to from it ſuch, cites this very 
place of our Apoſtle, Secondly, He 
repreſents the danger in attempting 
to unfold ſuch profound Difficulties, 
that are only with ſafety to us be 
lieved, and ina word, enjoyns us to 
adhere to the Apoſtolick Faith, with: 
out admitting new Terms or Notions, 
Thr mpgdl)c;ony many quadT]ey, reed au of 
Ts Gefnns xamzories, and above all, 
| $66: a 


Properly calPd Myſteries. 
pad ar mv Mel Tu TEAS Ts WoSNels Cimumy , 
to dread the Diſquiſition of ſuch a 
Myſtery. But belides the Optnion 
of this great Man, we have the 
Comment .of ones the Peluſiote, 
and Theophilat, fixing the Myſtery 
of Godlineſl inthe Incomprehenſibleneſs 
of it, Thus the former,L:ib.2.Ep.192. 
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my, myT0s 1» E0K v2 AGE 2; #7 KeTESUREY 
and -purſuant to this, expoſtulates, 
Who can comprehend the Miracle 
of his Conception, tranſaQed with- 
out Cottion, or imagine how the 
Divine Nature can be circumſcrib'd, 
that is Immenſe, and not to be 
circumſcrib'd ? And Theophzlatt 
proceeds in the fame Strain thus, 
"Anne's Tz 7 iy (714 © £95 £22gxm ln mdly)s 1oumy, 
7 NN mo; df moxoevt]ar 4 7270 wie gry, 
in Locum. And now this 15 ſome- 
thing more certainly than calling ir 
a Myſtery, with reſpect to the Ages 
preceding the Goſpel ; for I think 
this Paſlage in itſelf admits of the 
Expoſition before us more naturally, 
than that our Adverſary contends 
for ; beſides we have the Authority 
of the Learned in paſt Ages, And 
G 4 lince 


83 Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
ſince I have made it appear he has 
no advantage over us 1n his whok 
Hypotheſis, I know not why we 
may not in his own Language pr. 
nounce againſt lum, that Myſtery in 
the New Teſtament, is ſometimg 
put for a thing inconceivable in itſelf, 
and not to be judg'd of by our ord: 
nary Notions, however reveaP(, 
This likewiſe calls to mind the Tri 
umphs of our Adverſary upon a Paſ- 
ſage, which as we allow, tiles the 
Goſpel a Myſtery, under this Noti 
on; it's. Roms. 16. 25. — But ts no 
made manifeit; whereupon - he Ex 
poſtulates, In what ſence could thi 
Secret he made manifeſt, if it re 
main'd ſtill Incomprehenſible ? A 
mighty Favour indeed, to bleſs the 
World with a parcel of Unintelligi- 
ble Notions. Iconfeſs, I incline to 
the former ſence, I mean a Myfter, 
with reſpect to the Ages preceding 
the Goſpel, but can ſee no foundats- 
on for Abſurdities, no more than for 
his vain Trumphs, if we take it i 
the Sence he pretends to explode; 
for this Reaſoner, had he not beenſ 1 
too much uſed to confound things to: | 

gether, 
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Properly calFd Myſteries, 
a might have learn'd, that the 
Fiaheſi Myſtery is not wholly unin- 
telligible; and it may be properly 
faid, to be manifeſted in as much as 
God has communicated by the A 
ſle's preaching what's uſeful and ne- 
ceſſary, and as'much as will inform 
us what God propoſes to our Relief : 
* Again it's manifeſted, and that too 
* to our unſpeakable Comfort, ſince 
© the vaſt Deſigns of Divine Love, 
* and the unexpreſſible Benefits to 
© us-ward in it, are abundantly laid 
* open; and I think theſe are Fa- 
* yours or Bleſſings too rich to be ex- 
# poſed in Ridicule or Burleſque. 

But further, If the uſe of the 
Word in Scripture will not prove the 
thing we contend for, there are ſuf- 
ficient hints in Scripture to prove it ; 
T ſhall firſt infiſt on St. Pauls Ac- 
counting the preaching of Chriſt un- 
to the Greeks fooliſbneſs; but unto them 
which are called, the Power of God and 
the Wiſdom of God, 1 Cor. 1. 23, 


24. 

Now this place is generally intcr- 
preted of the Incarnation of Chriſt, 
pr the Union of the two Natures in- 

| | to 
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to one Divine Perſon : And thok 
that embrace and believe it, muſt 
reſolve it into the Infinite Power and 
Wiſdom of God, not as a commo 

but ſpecial AQ, and conſequently a 
thing incomprehenſible as ey are; 
and on this account, it*s to the Greeks, 
the great Maſters of Reaſon, Foo- 
lIiſhneſs ; becauſe, as it is repreſented 
to us, it contains in it, Things that 
can never be reconciled with com- 
mon Notions, or Ideas. What com- 
mon Ideas can fatisfie us, that the 
Son of God ſhould ſpeak by a Man, 
or as the Sacred Canon hath it, in the 
form of a Man ; that God ſhould 
have a Son, and that he ſhould ſuf- 
fer as the Son of God ? What com- 
mon Ideas can repreſent to us, that 
Chriſt could have a Being before the 
Worlds, as God; that he ſhould be 
born a Man, and exiſt as ſuch, and 
yet not as a Man, begotten of a Man! 
Theſe things, the moſt improved 
Notices of Natural Reaſon cannot 
confirm, or warrant, no not our Ad- 
verſary with all his Reaſon, If any 
thing, its the Arian, or Socinian 
Hypotheſis (tho advanced contrary 
to 


Properly call'd Myſteries. 
to the Current of Scripture) that 
may pretend moſt to be a Rationale ' 
in this matter. And yet our Adver- 
ſary ſeems to explode this as much as 
that of the Trinirarians, becauſe they 
are forced to allow Divine Worſhip 
to be paid him, [Cap. r. Se, 2. N.2. 
I am miſtaken if either they, or the A+ 
rians ca make their Notions of a dig- 
nified, and Creature-God, capable of 
Divine Worſhip, appear more reaſona- 
ble, than the Extravagancies of other 
Setts, touching the Article of the Tri 
niry.) But to return, It's manifeſt 
here we learn how the DoQtrines of 
Chriſtianity came to be branded 
with the Imputation.of Fooliſhneſs, 
Viz, Becauſe they will not comport with 
common Notices, or the received Prin 
ciples of Natural Phileſophy : forT 
have evinced it, upon the ObjeCt:- 
on of Trypho againſt Juſtin, and 
St. Clement's Comment on the place, 
18 Þ avyyew of you mpyery Ou0y av72 725 aus - 
1@y TeToy Þ yeuray 6m x; arndivat, arlowny Y 
rouzyoy, Varperty 3% int 5x aripor©> 5 dy- 
brew, s wivev mpgdbZoy ond war 4704s ANG x1 


wegjy. Dial. cum Trypho, p. 269. 
| And 
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And St. Clement, in locum, thus, 
Lib. 1. Stromat, "taana N wweley wil 
Js nya 0; Joxeoionga did Te dyfpurry tþ 
O87 Aaadiv, tar Tt fxem Þ Otdy, x, Is 14 mim 
bras ary. Here we ſee this great 
Man does not charge the Greeks with 
falſe Principles of Philoſophy, as the 
Ground of their Error, for he re 
preſents the Thing as much inconliſt 
ent with ſuch prixciples as they could, 
and makes tHKis the Foundation f 
their unjuſt Charge, I mean in prs 
nouncing the DoCtrines of Chriſti 
nity Fooliſhneſs ; and indeed he call 
*em <Hxeoro2gor, but it can be on no 6 
ther account, than becauſe they 
would admit of nothing but Natard 
Reaſon, and Philoſophy, and there 
upon would try all revealed Truth 
by common Notions, or Principlesd 
Philoſophy, and reje *em as abſurd 
and fooliſh, becauſe they could nd 
make theſe deep Things of God to 
comport with common Ideas of Ob- 
jects of Sence. Indeed Celſis ob- 
jets much the ſame things againſt 
Origen ; for upon every turn, he en- 


deavours to ridicule the Divinity of 


opr Saviour, by repreſenting it incon- 
ſiſtent 


Properly calP4 Myſteries. 
ſiſtent with the Principles of Natural 
Reajon : And now give me leave to 
make one ſingle Remark, ſince it 
occurs ſo naturally : Are not theſe 
the very Principles which our Advo- 
cate for Reaſox moves upon ? So that 
an unprejudiced Perſon might ſu- 
ſpect that 'm dealing with a Cel/zs, 
oa Trypho; or that they were riſen 
from the Dead. But to conclude 
this Argument, it's manifeſt St, C/e- 
mezs muſt believe, That the Funda- 
mental DoQtrine of the Chriſtian Re- 
ligzon, ſtill contains in it ſomething 
at cannot be compretended by 
Natural Reaſon, that cannot be re- 
conciled to common Ideas, or Prin- 
ciples of Natural Philoſophy, and 
conſequently ſomething that's My- 
fterious and above Reaſon : And there- 
fore if this Reverend Father is nor 
miſtaken in the purport of the Holy 
Gho# (as we have good Reaſon to 
conclude, he is not) the New Teſta- 
mext does contain the Thing (if not 
the Word) we contend for, I mean, 
propoſes to our Belicf, Things that 
are Incomprehenſible, or above the 
Comprehenſion of Human _— 
ic 
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94 Certain Chriſtian DoCtrines, 
The laſt Argument I ſhall pro- 
duce, is two or three Paſſages of J 
Scripture, which (becauſe 7 bear 
an Affinity to one another) I ſhal 
examine and conclude them under F4 
one Argument. | 
I begin with St. Pas account of F 1 
Humane Knowledge, even under 
this laſt State of Revelation ; for he 
includes himſelf, and the whole Cob 
lege of Apoſtles, who undoubtedly 
enjoyed the Special Aſſiſtance of the 
Spirit of God ; nay, St. Paul had 
been caught up into the Third Heaven, 
where he was almoſt overwhelnii 
with abundance of Revelations, 2 Cor. 
12, And yet he tells us, We know bet 
in part, and we Propheſie in part '« 
x Cor. Cap. 13. ver. 9g. andthe Rea-$"**« 
{on aſſigned is, We ſee through oy and 
darkly, ver. 12. fo that the ImpediJ* 1 
ment ſeems to lie upon the Mind, of 4 
the Immenſeneſs of the Object, not 41s 
1n God that denies us a competent un 
Revelation ; for this is the laſt Reve-Þ 
lation of himſelf; and therefore thisÞPet 
Glaſs argues an ImperfeQion, or In-PF 
ability in comprehending ſome of F*n 
thoſe Truths that are revealed ; Yr preſt 


Properly cald Myfteries. 
if this Glaſs be a Veil which God 
caſts before our Eyes, like that upon 
the Jews, in as much as he does not 
impart in this Life a clear Diſcovery 
of certain Goſpel-Truths, then, ac- 
<rding to the Mind of our Author, 
thete are ſtill Myſteries in the Goſpel, 
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Clemens tixes it upon the ImperteQi- 
6ns of Humane Knowledge, fince he 
repreſents the Mind in this Earthly 
Tabernacle, as viewing Things 
through Sences after a groſs cor 

real manner, whereas in another 
World our Knowledge will be high- 
ly enlarged, for then it will be Face 
to Face; or, as he expreſles it, 
Kere pedyas Uecivas THhs dxourgueasy x) 4nd T us 
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of Jand naked Application of the Mind, 
; Jor Intuition. | 
o | Again, it's manifeſt the Obje& of 
at his ImperfetKnowledge,is the deep 
nt {8ings of Gop, or, in plain terms, the 
ve. undamental Revelations of rhe Go- 
his {pet ; for, the Apoſtle muſt at leaſt 
In. fomprehend,if not principally intend 
offfhem, when he tells us, 4nd we Pro- 
yt Pheſie but in part ;. that is, thole Truths 

i we 
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in the: higheſt Sence ; but ww It. 


mis Neries nBrrds: That is, by a pure 
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96 Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
we publiſh to the World are only re. 
veaPd in part, ſince we can only pre. 

| tend to know or comprehend them 
in part. And truly St. Clement al- 
ſerts as much of St. Pau/ himſelf, not- 
withſtanding his abundance of Re. 
velations, for thus, on his words 
2 Cor.xii.4. (where, no doubt, here 
ceiv'd the chiefeſt In{truRtions of his 
Apoſtolick Office) He was caught of 
into Paradiſe, and heard unſpeak 
words, which it i not lawful for Mant 
utter ; he obſerves, that there wa 
no Law nor Precept given that obls 
ed him-to ſtifle any of thoſe Chr: 
ian Truths Gop had committed to 
him ; ſo that in ſaying, #t « not lan yi 
ful, he intended to repreſent the In |} 
effability of the Divine Nature, «Þ tn; 
the things of G o Þ ; Tz *a;þſev 5% & ev: 
ey196uey &, or, Jvydua N dyia debeyTor 'Þ by 
7* ©&o wrdey, And, to confirm thiPre 
Notion, he cites three Paſſages that &r 
repreſent the IncomprehentiblenebFJif i 
of the Divine Natue! Row, xi. 33/4 be 
Oh ! the depth of the Riches both of tw its 
Wiſdom and K powledge of God'! And the 
again, Bur we ſpeak the Wiſdom of Gull hid 
in a Myſtery : (That is, even w/ ol the 
| | ſþe« 
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ſpeak it, elſe it proves nothing in this 
place,] 1 Cor, 11. 7. And laſtly, 
Coloſ. 1, Yer. 23. To the Acknow- 
kdgment of the Myſtery of God in 
Chriit, [as you have it in the Ancient 
Readings] in whom are hidden all 
the Treaſures of Wiſdom, or Know- 
edge. "Fhis 1s' a very remarkable 
Paſſage, and therefore I muſt beg 
kave to enlarge upgn it. 

As for the Sence of St. Clement, 
ts viſible he tooks npon tt to be a 
Myſtery, tho? reveaPd- and acknow- 
kdg'd, and to be a Myſtery becaulc it 
contains ſomething ur it which 1s 
*Apprloy d'38&/Jov, Or amzpunTor,; for  other- 
wiſe it can be no Argument to prove 
what he had juſt before aſſerted. 
Indeed, our Adverſary thinks he has 
evaded the Force of this Expoſition, 


by telling us, (without any tolerable . 


Proof ) That the Words are to be un- 
&r/tood of the Goſpel of CasBr ; but 
if it be the Goſpel of CaurisT, it may 


4 be ſtiled a MysTEexy, in reſpe& of 
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its Fundamental Truths, inaſmuch as 
they contain in ?em ſomething that's 
hidden or myfterious ; for thus much 
the following Yerſe apparently hints, 
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@ & , [ 7. in which, if this Expoſi- 
tion obtains] are hidaen wiixgugu : It's 
manifeſt the Apoſtle ſpeaks of it ay 
reveaRd, nay, ast is when acknow. 
ledg*d and embrac'd, and yet there is 
ſomething hidden or myſterions. Thus 
we may conclude, againſt our Reaſo. 
ner, that Myſtery may be put for the 
Goſpel, and yet calPd ſo, becaule it 
contains certain Truths, whoſe Na- 
ture cannot be fully comprehended, 
or certain. Truths, « contain ſome» 
thing in *em that to us is mcompre- 
henfible, But yet, for all his maje- 
Rerial decifive way of expounding 
Scripture, I think the words more 
naturally point at the Myfery of our 
' Redemption, in the Incarnation of 
the Son of GOD, eſpecially if weadd 
hereto the ancient Reading uſed by 
theſe Fathers, St. Auſtin,and St, Am- 
broſe, to the Acknowledgment of the 
Myftery Cnot Knowledge of Myſtery, 
as this vain Diſputer of this World 
would have it] of Gop in CuxisT, 
for, 1, & 5, which immediately 
follows, muſt more naturally be ap- 
p:y?d to Chr:ift, not to Myſtery, agrees 
able to our Tranſlation, I» whom 's 
G 
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the Treaſures, 8c, This is agreeable 
tothe Sentiments of Origen, w 5 tay 
I " YJeauyggi ov Yeics w_ - Flierom, 

m. 8. pag. g9. 2dly, If the Goſpel 
of C brik, =7 Gon Chriſt himſelf, =. 
intended, it would be improper to 
ſay, that the Treaſures of Wiſdom 
are hid in it, being a reveald Infti- 
tution : Therefore we may juſtly 
conclude, purſuant to the Mind of 
8t. Clement, "That the Incarnation of 
our Redeemer ( the Foundation of 
qur Redemption,and Fountain whence 
all the Treaſures of Wiſdom and 
Knowledge derive) is the Myſtery of 
Gop in Chrift,which is to be acknow- 
edg'd, not unravel'd or fully com- 
prehended ; for, ſince it is expreſly 
propos'd as a Myſtery, and remains 
one when embrac'd or acknow- 
kdg'd, it muſt be ſo, becaule it car- 
ries1n it ſpmething that is hidden or ' 
incomprehenſible. 

Indeed Origen manifeſtly joyns in 
this Notion ; for, in his Comment 
on Matt. xiii. 44. he makes the Field 
to be the Holy Scriptures, that ſet 
forth all the Means of Salvation with, 
the greateſt ckarneſs; but the Trea- 
H 2 ſure 
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Certain Chriſtian Doctrines, 
ſure to be CugrisT, becauſe in Him 
all the Depths of Wiſdom are hid, 
in Him, in a Myſtery, citing this very 
Paſſage of St: Paul, by way of Proof, 
Tea ammenpuupire x, vaoneiuere Tus gaitegls 
[ <iffrtis verbs ] - yonparm Ts ogias H pwoneie 
amnenpup uns x, TH Ker Þ+ 

And now give 'me leave to make 

an Appeal, as he does, [ to all Equi- 
table Perſons, N. 35.] Whether, by 
as good Reaſon and Authority, 
does not appear, That not only the 
Sence of the Word, but the ems - 
we contend for, are recorded in Scr- 
pture, as.any he has produc'd to the 
contrary ? So that, in truth, we are 
ready to [render up ourſelves] to the 
Voice of Scripture, as well as ſubmit 
the Merits of the Cauſe to it, without 
being influenc'd and carried away by 
ſuch weak Practifings as he has ſet 
forth, in a Dialogue that would me- 

rit ſome Stripes, if perform*d by a 
School-boy, rather than Applauſe, as 
*tis the ProduQt of a pretending Me- 
ſter of Reaſon, See Sed. 36. 

And now I have done | with his 
Scripture-authorities, but cannot paſs 
'by one Remark of his, which I tiad 
to 
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,to be the #ltef Improvement that 


graces his Second Edition : [Nor # it 
oMeſerving our particular Notice, that 
Myſtery is here made the diſtinguiſh- 
ing Mark of the Falſe and Antichriſti- 
an Church ; (See Rev. xvil. 5.) And 
no doubt but as far as any Church allows 
of Myſteries, fo far it is Antichriſtian, 
and may, with a great deal of Juſtice, 
tho? little Honour, clatm K jnarea with 
the Scarlet Whore,] Here is a ve 

bold Stricture, and yet a Man with 


half an Eye may diſcern, that his | 


Obſervation is as irrational and ridi- 
culous as his Inference ; for Myſtery, 
in this place, I ſuppoſe, would not 
have . paf9d for a diſtinguiſhing 
Mark, had not her Doctrines and 
PraQtices merited the other part of 
the Title, v4z. The Mother of Har- 
lots, and Abomination of the Earth ; 
had ſhe not held a g9/den Cup in her 
Hapd, full of Abominations and Filthi- 


neſs of her Fornication, Ver. 4. and 


been drunken with the Blood of the 


Saints, and with the Blood of the Mar- 
$1rs of Jeſus, Bur as for his Inference, 
had 'he conſulted St. Pau!/”s Second 
Epiſtle to the Theſſalonians a little 

H ia bet- 
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better, he might have lgarn'd, that 
there's a Myſtery of Iniquity as well 
as Goalineſs ; but perhaps he was uns 
willing to be war yen of a mal 
cious, tho? illogical, 

might there have ihforn'd himſelf, 
That it was always the DeviPs Buſj. 
neſs to imitate the True Religion b 
mighty Signs and lying Wonders, if 
it were poſſible, to deceive the ve 
EleQ ; nay, that Antichriſt ſitteth in 
the Temple of Gov, ſhewing himſelf 
that he is Gop, and conſequently he 
muſt pretend to Myſtery with a wit- 
neſs : So that, upon the whole, this 
Gentleman may as well aflign the 
Devil's Miracles for a diſtinguiſhing 
Mark of Antichrift, and prove the 
true Religion to be nearly related to 
Antichriſt, the Scarlet Whore, and 


- the Devil, becauſe ſhe proceeds up- 


,on the Authority of Miracles : Nay, 

rather we may upon his Argument 
affirm, That Miracles are a diſtin- 
guiſhing Mark of the true Religion : 
And ſince Antichriit and the Devil 
pretend to Miracles, the Religion 
they pretend to muſt be true too. 
Whereas we know rheſeto be mg 
an 


Suggeſtion ; he 
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and Authoritative, th:/e Diabolical 
and Uſurped, ſo we pronounce this 
the Myſtery of Iniquity, that the My- 
fery of Goalineſs, + 

The next thing that offers itſelf, is, 
the Suffrage of the Primitive Church, 
It's true, there are a great many 
things intervene, whercin he labours 
more to give us a Specimen of [ns 
Wit, than Reaſon : But truly, T 
think, they are both of a piece, tor I ' 
can diſcover nothing that deſerves a 
ſingle Refledtion, much leſs a formal 
Reply. TI procecd therctore to the 
Suftrage of the Fathers, to whom he 
makes an Appeal. He tells ns in- 
deed, [ It is not ont of any deference to 
their Judgments, N. 40.] and there- 
fore we muſt conclude he ſubmits to 
it, becauſe he's perſwaded they pe- 
remptorily declare for his Opinion ; 
but I hope to, prove the contrary : 
For tho? he confeſſes he has beſtow*'d 


a great dea] of Pains upon 'em, yet 


this is ſo far from diſcouraging us 
from entering the Lift, that I hope 
to make it appear, that his Painsare 
either an Effect of his Ignorance in 
theſe Authors, or of his Diſhoneſty 
| H 4 18 
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in ſuppreſſing their Opinions. And, 
firſt, all that he proves out of the Fa- 
thers is, That they have aflerted 
other Notions of Myſtery than what 
we contend for ; whereas he himſelf 
aſſigns four or five different Notions; 
and if Claſſick Authors were conſul. 
ted, we could produce ſome more: 
and therefore he might as well re- 
ject one of his own Notions, becauſe 
the Fathers have not mention'd it, 
But-I find this Author, upon every 
turn, ſhamefully betrays his Reaſon, 
for he knows not what is incumbent 
upon him to. prove, and therefore we 
need not wonder if he proves not his 
main Delign : I'm ſure he's now to 
prove a Negative, (or that whicha- 
mounts to it) if he provesany thing, 
Wz. That the Fathers, \he cites, no 
where apply. the word MysTExyY to 
things beyond Humane'Eomprehen- 
ſion ; or, that thoſe Notions of the 
word Myſtery, which he finds record- 
ed, are deliver*d excluſively of all 0- 
| thers; for, if he has neither cited all 
their Notions or Acceptations of the 
word, nor prov'd, that they are ex- 
cluſive of all others, he proves no- 

| thing 
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thing againſt the acceptation of the 
word we now contend for ; and it ſo, 
the moſt curſory Reader will pre- 
ſently pronounce, That he muſt give 
up the Cauſe, in caſe he fixes it on 
this Iſſue, I mean the Authority of 
Fathers, -But becauſe I will take no 
advantage of his weakneſs, I will go 
along with him in his own Inſtances, 
And; 

1, .What he cites from Clemexs 
Alexsand, concludes nothing ; for, I 


know no Chriſtian that denys the . 


Chriſtian Religion to be [| ax Illums. 


nation, becauſe it brought hidden things 


to light, d that with reſpett to the 
Moſaick Veil. ] Butthis only proves 
one of his own Notions, that is in- 
deed allow*d by us. But to be ſhort 
with him ; Whereas he has the Face 
to tell us, That ſeveral of thoſe Texts 
of Scripture alledg*d by him, are by this 
Father expounded on his ſide, and con- 
Jequently again#t our Notion : I ſhall 
appeal to what has been already ci- 
ted from him, to prove the quite con- 
trary *, IndeedTI could ad 
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d a great * See p, 


deal more to diſcover his Judgment 46, 48. 


of the Tnconceivableneſs of certain 
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: ObjeQs of Faith, or Matters of Re 
velation; and, becauſe Pm engag'd 

I ſhall producea few Inſtances : And, 
firſt, where he ſtiles Chriſtianity an 

If umination, he ſpeaks of the Falneſ 

* of Chriſt, as a Myſtery reveaPd in» 
deed, but the Nature of it known to 

a very few ; and he proves it from 

: the Tncomprehenſible Nature of 
Go Þ, Strom. lib, 5. *0 vp niow gorty 

ty voiun, x; mhony Tuyoidy, 4 fv mTE J(4- 

o mcoddJely, 2:51: @y Jorgue wits and 

| yet more fully on. Moſes words, 
Exod. 33. ver. 18. Shew me thy Glory; 

M3 #) JV Szxlop pos av0pomuv, wide puldy ? 
Otdy, dAA'H ory Th mag” amy dvrdyucr yvorts. 
2.P. 365, Strom. lib, That is, by 
the Effetts of his Power, Again, on 
St. PauPs words, 1 Cor.5, Chri#t ow 

' | Paſſover # ſacrificed for #s ; Strom. 
lib. 5. he obſerves, "amey &s Aoi 
bus ids ©57 Ymig nudr dxef own ©. Here 
it's evident he ar from the Inz 

"1 metallic of the Divine 
Nature, and conſequently muſt fix 

3 '.the Myfery on this Bottom, as well 
as the want of Revelation. Indeed, 
we may juſtly argue 2 majors, from 
the Sence of this Father, if the Na- 
ture 
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ture of the Godhead be,in the Opini. 


- onvf this great Man, fo highly in- 
comprehenſible, how . much more 


muſt the Fundamental Article of the 
Chriſtian Religion be ſo, that con- 
fiſts of the Union of the Divine with 
Human Nature, and conſequently, in 
a proper ſence,y/terious. See N.42.. . 
Thus much or St. Clement ; the 
next Authority is Juſtiz Martyr, 
which concludes nothing to his pur- 
poſe ; For, Firſt, he only uſes the 
Word in a looſe Sence, and not ex- 
cluſive of any other ſignification ; and 
if this may be an Argument againſt 
that Sence which this Reaſoner de- 
claims againſt, it will be ſo againſt 
others, which he has exprelly af- 
ſigned. This may ſerve for a ſuff- 
cient Return to the next Paragraph, 
where Tertullian itiles all Religious 
Rites, or As of Worſhip, Myſteries ; 
which among the Heathens were ge- 
nerally kept Neret : yet, tho? this be 
an allowed Sence of the Word, it 
can be no Argument, but that - 
ſftery, even in Tertullian's time, was 
apply*d to Things in *emlelves ab- 
ſtruce or incomprehenſible. Of the 
ſame 
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ſame ſtamp are his Arguments from 
Origen, which prove no more than 
what all ſides own, viz. that Myſte. 
ry, in a vulgar, or more looſe Sence, 
1s put for Symbols, Types, or any ab- 
ſftruſe'or ſacred Matter.” N. 44. 

Certainly, had this Gentleman 
. conſulted any other Pzeces of this 
Learned Father, he might have in- 
fornd himſelf, that he uſes Myſtery 
even in Divine Matters, for Things 
that are to us incomprehenlible. 
Thus,in the forecited Paſſage, ſpeak- 
ing of the Thing as it now 1s, heex- 
preſles himſelf, "AToKSnpupiye, venta me Th 
Agias Y pucypie amoxergumutrus % To peshþ 
[Ut Sapra. See pag. 56.] 

Again, on the Words of our Savi- 
. | our, Mat, xix. 24, 26. he obſerves, 
That G OD was able to make a C4 
wel paſs thro* an Eye of a Needle; 
and yet no one but God or Chriſt, 
or he to whom he fhall reveal it, is 


able to comprehent it, -# 4 =? med: iti 


Te ono 6 Ws doyare, dies dv ed av, v 
0 xe1s0ds wes X $ wiy ammants Ly o uG vey 
Afterwards he challenges any Man 
to Illuſtrate or Explain ſuch Myſte- 
ries ; being Things only compre- 
\ hended 
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hended, as well as performed, by 
Go D, 'E: fs teatye THy]a X TEASED) TEAS 
1dnve wuSWemt, YL 4m TEAC> "ove a may eddy 
2G wor Joyamoy, i wh 6 yaw & feirathls, 
Pag. 382. 1 Vol. 
But now in the cloſe of this Para- 
graph, he thinks he ſufficiently ex- 
odes our Notion of Myſtery, when 
tells us Orizen [ was far from 
thinking any Doctrine of our Religion 
s Myſtery, in the preſent Sence of the 
Word, that he expreſly affirms them to 
aree all with common Notions, and to 
commend themſelves to the Aſſent of 
every well-diſpos'd Hearer, ] This 
truly looks very plauſible ; but Pm 
perſwaded, Orzzen, in making good 
this Aſſertion, will run counter to the 
Notions of this Indefatigable Reaſo- 
mer : For Firſt, It's well known, + 
who the Holy Father was engaged 
with, a Learned Heathen, who Fad 
formed an Objection, That the Chri- 


ſtians were to believe Things, tho? 


in themſelves never ſoabſurd or ridi- 
culous ; and therefore it was his bu- 
fineſs to take off the Objection, by 
ſhadowing forth the Reaſonable- 
neſs of every DoQtrine ; He —_ 
Wit 
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with the DoArines of Natural Re- 
ligion., the Being of a God, and 
our Love towards him ; but when 
he comes to the Myſtery of our Savi- 
ouf's Incarnation, he makes a ſtand, 
and repeats Cel/ws*s Objection, viz. 
5n & Iync% ouunr & Wa, Ftv vouiCouy, x) *t 
TiT@Gne Sev Snxiuey. 'FThe Anſwer is 
remarkable ; for it evinces the Divi- 
nity and Incarnation of our bleſſed 
Saviour, as a ſtanding Dottrine of 
. the Chriſtian Church, to the Eter- 
nal Confuſion of all Socinian Preten- 
ces to Antiquity. Let our Accuſers 
know, that we (as it were Gs 
the Sence of the Chriſtian Church 

do not only think, but are fully per- 
fwaded, that he is Originally, or in 
the Beginning GOD, and the Son of 
GOD ; nay, he 1s the RY 
Word, Wiſdom, and Fruth'; an 

as for his Mortal Body, and Human 
Soul, we attribute the greateſt Thin 

toit; in as much as a moſt exact 
and compleat Union with his Divi- 
nity, 1t obtains a kind of Divinity ; 
ſo that we may till treat our Blefled 
Saviour, GOD and Man, (as GOD) 
with the higheſt Ads of Divine 
Worſhip- 


| 
| 
; 
) 
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Worſhip. His words are theſe : 
"Joe o £yxarey]ts 70 oy we voptiCoper x, 
Teoule dg bir 3) Ondy, x} "udr O48, e7& 5 
elrenoy © vx, 1 dmangia, x) » dane, 72 
InTiy aurs owud, x; Ty drflgenivny © dur# 
luyiv Ti e535 fxevos roy Kovevidy dy a tyg0c 
y draxptoc, 74 iytrs gdfper Fegoenngtyan, x; 
ws eive Jem] Or xextorwrnkt mm, cis ©.0y wala- 
fnfnniraus 

You ſee the great Deſign of the 


Apologiſt is to repreſent how ſuch 


Honour and Dignity is derived upon 
the Humanity of our Saviour, and 
conſequently the Reaſonableneſs of 
paying Divine Worſhip to him even 
as Gop-Man, or Gop Incarnate; and 
purſuant to this, to juſtifie thoſe Hos 
nours that accrew to the Body of our 
Saviour, he appeals to the Natural 
Tranſmutations of Matter, whereby 
Bodies are often highly refin'd and 
improv?'d, and then ingenioufly con- 
cludes, Why ſhould not the Infinite 
Power of GOD therefore be able to 
change the Mortal Body of Teſus ? 
&s euifeeroy x; Veidy TOUT. 

Thus we ſee how, out of Igno- 
rance, or a worſe Principle, the Di- 
ſputer of this World (for the Title 
belongs to him, tho? not ſo deſerved- 


iy 
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ly as thoſe on whom St. Paul beſtows 
it) has Miſrepreſented the Sence of 


this great Man,, whoſe main Deſign 


was, to ſhew the Reaſonablenels of 
paying Divine Worſhipto the Bleſſed 
Feſus; and this he. fufficlently per- 
forn'd, by aſſerting his Divinity, but 
he did not attempt to demonſtrate 
the Mods of the Union of the two 
Natures by common Notions. He 
has indeed expreſly aſſerted our Sa- 
viour's Divinity, as well as Humant- 
ty, in the higheſt Notion of it ; and 
I defie this profound Reaſoner to 
{ſtate the Union of both Natures b 

common Ideas or Notions, much [ek 
to give us as familiar an Idea of it as 
we have of Wood or Stone, Till he 
has done this, he trifles, and we ſhall 
ſtill believe that our Saviour”s Incar- 
nation is thus far a Myſtery. Thus we 
have turn'd thoſe very Fathers he 
moſt relies on againſt him ; and tho? 
he has the Confidence ro fix a pe- 
remptory Challenge upon the Wrt- 
tings of the three firſt Centuries, 1 
could produce as much more, had 1 
not a regard to my own Time, and 
that of the Reader's, which ought 
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to be a ſufficient Conſideration with 
every Man, to prevent him from en- 
ing in Impertinences, or dwelling 
gk where Neceſſity does not re- 
uire it : I ſhall therefore only beg 
caverto add the Judgment of Ire- 
Baud, —— St autem omnium que in 
Ceripturis requirantur abſolutiones non 
pum envenire, — credere aurent 
& talia debemus Deo, qui & nos fe- 
ut ; rettiſſime ſcientes, quia Scripture 
__ perfeFe ſunt, Joippe 2 wverbo 
es & Spirits ejus ditte : Nos aurens 
ſecundum quod minores [ſums & noviſ< 
ſimi a verbo Dei & Spiritu eſis, ſcien- 
tid myſteriorum ejus indigemus ; & non 
mirum et, (1 11 Piritealbes celeſtibus, 
& in his que habent Revelari hoc pati- 


' ur 05, quandoquidem eorum que 41> 


te pedes ſunt — que & conteruntur 4 
nobis, & wvidentur & ſynt nobiſcum, 
mults fugerunt noſtram ſcientiam, & 
Deo hac 1pſa-committimus ; — Si ergo 
& tn rebus creatura, quadam quiderns 
eorum adjacent Deo, quedam autem & 
in noſtram wvenerunt ſctentiam, quid 
mali et, i & eorum que in Scripturis 
requiruntur, univerſis Scripturs Spiri- 
tualibus nano, quedam gary 

abs 
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abſolvamus ſecundum gratiams Det ; 
quedam aurem commendemus Deo, & 
_—_ in hoc [eculo, ſed in futuvo, 
at ſemper quidem Deus doceat, homo aus 
gem ſemper diſcat, que ſunt « Deo? 
[ Here, by way of Gon man 
Cites St. Paul, t Cor. xiii. v.13,] Sem- 
per enim fides que eft ad magiſtram 
noftram permanet firma, aſſeverans no- 
bis, quoniam ſolas vere Deas, Fand ab 
terwards concludes} fs ſecundam hunt 
modam quem diximus, quedam quidem 
queſtionum Deo commuſerimus, & fi 
dem noftram ſervabimus,& omnis Scri- 
Ptura ideo wobis data, conſonans nobis 
#nvenietur. Lib: 2. Adv. Har. cap, 
47. Ed. Eraſ; I have cited this at 
large, becauſe I find every thing 
agreeable ro the Hypotheſis F have. 
hitherto advanced, As, 1.43% 
1#, Myſtery is indiſputably ap- 
ply'd to reveaPd Traths, beyond. the 
reach of Humane Comprehenſion. 
2dly, Such reveaÞd Traths appa- 

rently deliver'd in Scripture, -are not 
to be rejected; becauſe we cannot re- 
folve the Difficulties that ſeem to 
accompany the Belief of *em, but to 
embrace *em as the Word of Go bs 
| « 


— 


SE7F & 


15 38 TY 28 NH If im 1... 


5 Oo = 


——— 
—z —_ 


n_ 
w9Q 


and conſequently as founded in infi- 
nite Wiſdom and Veracity. 

/ 344, Our Unskilfulneſs, not to ſay 
Inabilities, in comprehending Ob- 
jects of Sence, or Phyſical Marters, is 
made an Argument, that there are 
Myſteries in Matters of Revelation. 

- T have hitherto confit'd my ſelf to 
tis Rule, 2. e; the Fathers of the 
Three Firſt Centuries ; but truly I 
an ſee no juſt reaſon why the Fas - 
thers of after-Ages may hot be ads 
mitted into the preſettt Controverſies 
at leaſt as Witneſſes , if not Judges. 
Pm ſure there can nothing abſtract, 
but his wg FiQtion of a gene« 
ral Combination, to reſolve all Relz« 

gon into Myſtery i For, as for the re- 

{&ived Uſe or Signification of the 

Word, certainly after-Ages may be 

as competent Judges as thoſe of the 

Firſt _— And, as for the Con- 
Foverſie itſelf, Whether there's any 
Doctrine m Chriſtianiry awyſterious , 
t- certainly that Age ought to be ap- 
- IpcaPd to, that had a more ſpecial oc- 
0 Jaſion to bring the Controverſic up- 
0 J0h-the Stage, and this the Arras 
; ge; and thoſe that follow'd it ; fo 
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in this Age it's well kiown;thoſe Do« 
Arines we contend, are myſterious; 
were more nicely controverted, T 
ſhall therefore add to thoſe Paſlages 
already cited, a few more, which 
prove the Uſe of the word to-be ap- 
ply'd to things incomprehenſible; 
and that thers are $1n Chri- 
ſtianity ounc'd: Myſteries, and 
that too forthe Incomprehenfibleneſ 
' of *em. The firſt I ſhall inflancein 
is D:ony/.: Areop. where in one plact 
he deſcribes our Saviour's Incarnatis 
ON, beapy;2y 7; fob oyſs beorracies poles, 
Cap. 4. de Celeft, Hierarch, Inanc 
ther place, aa x} 7? mions dronolus nay! 
yiort)ors in nal nuts 'Incs beowragias x; Appt 
Tire abyp marnts þ dyroc@ vo miyn, x, wih 
T6 agaricy Ty exzobvre roy dyyiroy, wy # 
uty dren; inuliveu wards may ipaty; 
Set. 9. Cap. 2. de Divins. Nomin. 
'The ſecond Inſtance is from a 'T 

entitPd, Expoſitio Fidei , rejeed: 
indeed as a Piece of Faſtin Martyr ; 
yet from Leontiw's, and other conclu+ 
ding, Arguments, juſtly efteem*d to- 
be the Produdt of the Arrien Age: 
He ftiles the Unity and Trunty, 
'Amjj/or, and confeſles it cannot Es 
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unfolded by Wor ds, Yagary Te mAkyy 0ugy 
ws fvri'ors, and upon the Tacarnation 
of Chriff, @ Ty £20 UTOYTI © T%,TOpiNOWw, TOTS 
Tv, po onets XeamrarGy dyaxgy/w 73 falua, iff 
42P rev op. br, x 27a nav [lows quanes 3: 
"And in ſugh.deep Reſearch, at laſt, 
concludes with this Rule: acp:eent; 
(uluwdrorg #70 yny ad rp my Tice | 
- And now we may; conclude this 
Chapter much in the ſame ſtrain that 
he does. /V, 45. I. do- not find but 

the Fahers ftha three firit Centuries 
pave exaitly the ſame Notions of My- 
ſery, 45 well 45 thoſe that follow them,] 
and tor an Allay to his Jealbuſtes, I 
think they are pretty copſiſtent as 
well as unanjmous ; but then this 
Conſiſtency and. Unanimity happens 
to be againſt a trifling Reaſoner, and 
therefore'I muſt take tle Reverſe to 
his concluding Period, [ and juſt!y 


hope, by this tame, the Cauſe of Incow- 


chenfible and. Inconceivablt, or Nly- 
Feries in. Religion, will be mare zea- 
louſly maint aixd by all ;bat ſincerely re- 
Pet Fathers, Scripture, or Reaſon. ]- 
 Teome row :to-the Fourth Chapt. 
Sect. 3,, which is an Anſwer to ſome 
Srignre-Diygaiods, and partic ay 
3. y 
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ly from the Nature of Faith. I now 
nd this Diſcourſe ſwells upon me 
beyond ExpeQations; and theref 
as for the ne Cite by 
he as foggeied, yeeT ſtall paſ*em 
he has ſugge et paſs%em, 
eſpecually becauls I rhink the Meri 
ofthe Cauſe does by no means turn 
upon ern : T ſhall therefore take ug 
his Friend's Argumerits concerni 
the Nature of Faith, and try if | 
may not be compePd by dint of Ar; 
nt, ſince he would not embrace 
" the Advice of his Friend, XN. 51. 
And firſt, As for what he has de- 
livered, N. 52, 53. I find nothing 
but what has already received ati 
Anſwer, particularly what i cited, 
SeQ.2. c.2, & 7.]or at leaſt, but what 
amounts to no more than will be 
concluded ' by what Pm going to 
offer; and therefore he may take 
It for a full, or competent Anſwer, 
viz, Reaſon is a neceſſary Hand- 
maid; or Inſtfument of Faith ; in- 
ſomuch, that we muſt believe upon 
Rational Motives and Conviftions : 
And thus far, I know no Son of the 
Church of England, that will diſſent 
K.* 1'/  & fr ons 
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fom him. As for what is delivered, 
N. 54, [That Faith conſiſts of two 
purts, Knowledge and Aſſent.] Ithink 
noone will be ſo abſurd to deny it ; 
for Pm perſwaded there can be no 
Aſent without Knowledge ; There- 
re, in a word, had I known his 
Deſign, I ſhould have excuſed the la- 
hour of citing ſo. many Texts to 
my it, and ina few words grant, 
That in thoſe things we call the pure 
Credenda of Religion, we are at leait 
to know ſo much, as will enable us to 
form an Imperfet# Idea of what it is 
God propoſes to our Belief ; but it does 
wot zmply ſuch a Kpzowleage, as enables 


to unravel and comprehend the whole 


Nature /; the Obje,. or the wery 


Modes of its Exiſtence, or Properties ; 


or mwurh eff, give a Rationale of every 


thing that belongs ta it, No, it we 
know as much as inſtrutts us what 
it is God propoſes to our Belief, we 
ſubmit all the Difficulties that may 
ariſe from the Belief of iz, to God's 
Power and Wiſdom, and yield an 
Aſent (notwithſtanding ſome ſeem- 
ing Abſurdities) upon the Infinite 
Yeracity of God. This diſtinguiſheth 

I 4 Faith 
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Faith from a bare rational Aſent in 
common Matters ; and all this x 
conſiſtent with what he has deliver- 
ed, N. 55, 56. and therefore I ſhall I a 
not ingage in a particular Examina, | C 
tion of what is there offered, Ta || a 
proceed then in order to a clear De, | N 
monſtration of this Notion of Faith, Þ| 1 
T ſhall not conſider the Caſe of 4. Fa 
braham”s Faith (being the next thing Fe: 
that offers it ſelf) but ſhall inſtance I} et 
in the Belief of the Creation ; Thro? | 'v 
Paith we underſtand, that the | H 
Worlds were framed by the Word || c 
of God; fo that Things which are || a 
ſeen, were made of Things which | P 
: do not appear, Heb. xi. v. 3. Here | u 
I think is a vaſt difference between | © 

God's creative Power, in raifing the | p 

World outof nothing, and reſtoring } a 

a dead Perſon to Life again, before | © 
the corruptible part was any wile || t 
diffolved, Indeed Icannot conceive } a 

. how wecan forman Idea of the pol: || C 
ſibility of fach a Produdtion ; that Þ| 't: 
God ſhould- raiſe ſo vaft a ſtock of | n 
Matter, even all created Nature, and | © 
ay thing that we can form any to- | n 
erable Ideas of, and yet without as | j 


ny 


| 


« 
| 
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ny Materials to work upon, can ne- 
ver be comprehended. 'The Plato- 
a: ſuppoſed a Soul to the World, 
and the Ari/toreligy a firſt Mover,but 
could never give any tolerable 
account of the Riſe .ot Mungane 
Matter, without making it eternal, 
Jn ſhort, they always taught, That 


-an Agent neceſſarily ſuppoſes a Pati- 


ent really diſtin&t trom the Patient, 
eſpecially in external Actions ; And 
'we know in. Numbers it's univerſal- 
ly true, Ex nihilo nibil et, And we 
can conceive no otherwiſe in Nature, 
at leaſt the Reaſoner cannot. on his 
Principles pretend to it ; for he tells 
us, we can form no manner cf Idea - 
of nothing ; and therefore how it is 
poſſible to form an Idea of the Cre- 
ation by common Ideas, when all 
our Ideas take their riſe from; Crea- 
ted Beings, even that of the Infinite 
and Eternal Being, are reſembled by 
ObjeQs of his own production. It's 
true, \we ſay this is an effect of Infis 


' nite Power, but, we have no notion 


of the Thing, unleſs we apply Infis 
nite Power to that which is the Sub+ 
je& of ir, whuch is nothing into e- 

yery 
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very thing ; and when all is done,we 
fem an Idea of this Infinite Power, I *: 
purely by the Effets of it in Finite Þ.*1 
Beings : So that upM the whole, it's | *t 
evident, the Belief of the Creation, I} *1 
(that Implys *a ProduQtion of all Þ| *: 
things out of nothing) is an ObjeX I *r 
that exceeds Humane-Comprehenſi- I} © 
' on; and conſequently we may con- || * < 
elude, that. Faith (which yields an <a 
Aﬀent to the Doctrine of the Creati-. Þ| *! 
on) often implys an Aſent to a I} *r 
Thing that conrains ſomething in it, | 
that is Incomprehenſible. And in; | A 
deed, that QbjeAts of Faith contain | A 
Things that exceed Humane Com- 
rag is a Truth ſo indifputa- || fr: 
le, that Faith in the Judgment of | T 
the Primitive Church-Writers, was || 5T 
on this account diſtinguiſhed from | # 
Knowledge or Science, * It's true; {| ar 
©In all Obje&s of Faith, we are to | M 
©know ſd much of %em, as to dire& Þ|| de 
© us What it is God propoſes to our || 2 
* Belief. ' And Secondly, We are to | Þ< 
* © believe, That it is God that prapo- * || Al 
* ſes *em. Thirdly, In all AQ of || of 
* Faith we. are to yield an Afent WW 
< the Truth,or Being of Things ; - no 
4 6 
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* this ſuppoſes, that we have formed 
tat leaſt an imperfeQ Idea of their 
'*Nature ; but for the Qzomoas. ſint, 
*that is, for the Manner of their Be- 
*ing, or Exiſtence, that may be an 
My: of Knowledge, or Science, bur 
*not of Faith; ſo that if ſeemin 
(Contradictions or Abſurdities ariſe 
* on this account, and conſequently 
*are thus far juſtly Incomprehenſi- 
© ble, Faith throws us upon the Infi, 
*nite Veracity of God, All this I 
ſhall endeavour to confirm- by the 
—— 2_ of the Primitive Church, 
And, 

Firt, The Paſlage already cited 
from Irene manifeſtly inſtruQs us, 
Thar there are Difficulties and Mu- 
STERIES in Revealed Truths, which 
Humane Reaſon cannot comprehend, 
and obliges us to commit all ſuch 
Matters to GOD, becauſe they were 
| delivered by his Word and Spirit ; 
and what is this, but-to embrace and 
believe upon his Infinite Veracity ? 
And at laſt concludes, That if we 
obſerve the. Method, Fidem noſtram 
ſervabimus, & omnis Scriptura a Deo 
nobis dats, coriſonans nobis _——_ : 

we oes 
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Daes not this unply, that there are 
things contained in Matters of Faith, 
that are Incomprehenſible ? Yea, ra» 
- ther that all ſeeming Difficulties, or 

Abſorditicecharari from *em,when 
fcann'd by common Notions, or I- 
deas, are to be committed to God as 
the beſt Expedient to preſerve a right 
Faith, ſee Pay, 64. But, 

Secondly, Clemens Alexand, {cems 
to ſtate the Notion of Faith more 
clearly, in oppoſition to Science; 
And firſt. he fixes the Foundation of 
Faith in the Word of GOD, or the 
Holy Scriptures, and repreſents it as 
an Irrefragible Foundation, that car- 
ries the higheſt Demonſtration in it; 
and that weare to enquire no further 
than Ipſe dixir,, upon which he ad» 
vances this Maxim, 'Anitue 53 5 aiyG&, 
$ If &emmions, mw aigovm, gaicucs Ty Oh 
And to let us ſee how far he extends 
it, he inſtances in the fore-cited Pal- 
iage to the Heb. Cap. xii. v.12. and 
thence proceeds to ſtate the Diffe» 
rence between Science and Faith,thus, 
# wiv 3Þ Garona its dmoduxmuty mics No des 
3 dramdiixwy, Vid, Stro, Lib, 2, 
P.362, 3,4. and in his 5th Book he's 
more 
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more full, 5 %7/na& meenexd be # wig. 
muIS wt in nyig drew muy, dx or dvyd nu a7 
T1 wdyy, drw F armdieor, de Yai Tis minus 
nite Irewiry. Here we fee, Faith is 
reſolved into the Infinite Power and 
Veracity of GOD; inſomuch, that 
we are obliged to believe; as ſoon as 
we know it to be the Word of GOD, 
or as ſoon as we know GOD propo- 
ſes any thing to our Belief: Here we 
find Lene and Faith oppoſed, the 
one requiring Demonſtration or Ar- 
Fmeats, drawn from the Nature of 

Thing ; the other,not ſo : There- 
fore we muſt conclude, That if Gop 
propoſes any thing to our Belief, that 
contains Matters incomprehkeaſible, 
or not reconcileable with common 
Notions; Faith, in the Opinion of this 
 Father,will command an Aſſet; inſo- 
och hes his x; Tower an Ve- 
racity muſt over-ballance all ſeeming 
Abſurdiries and ContradiQtions, 

But to conclude this Argument, I 
ſhall produce the Judgment of St. 
Chryſoftom : "Thus he affigns the 
Reaſon, why the Natural Man can- 
not receive the Things that be of 
GOD, 1 Cor, ul, v. 14. viz. Fot La 

m- 
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-Immenſity of theThings'emſelyes,far 
_ exceeding the Compechention of the 
moſt Improved Reaſon ; and for the 
want of Faith, Tins in ziavs Nm m 
Atz5utyey x Abgors di] xalaratar Tx Tn, vm 
Calyer 35 du]oy 73 Wyth Or HAT 7% Thews & 
Tis fueTiegs Davos Thr vines, Flom. 7: 
And upon the Article of the Crea- 
tiort, Heb.xi.v.3.he tells us, The Mind 
that is prepared for the Reception 
of Faith, muſt be ws UumyCaning 
ue x, my didipeiay F A007 uy Twy drbey” 
Way meysgy oltiyns 5 ſhe muſt be elevated 
above Sence, and all ſenſible ObjeQs; I #« 
and paſs over the Weakneſs of Hu- 
mane Reaſonings ; and afterwards; Þ** 
; Whereas, ſays he, Faith is vilified as I 5 
a Thing that is void of Demonſtra- 2 
tion, dvaniSearrty mpaypued; Or rather, a he 
Thing full of Folly, * « milTys juik>aoy Ons up 
the Apoſtle ſhews us inthis oneInſtance, 
inm? utytss he winus x, 7 Me nov7uer xaley: YAO 
$a; for the bow Article, ſays he; By 
is not eſtabliſhed by Reafon,, ' but 
rather the contrary, 8 «is 38 a-320u; 6H $M 
JonC de mutmy, dad murdylroy. Flom. 22. 
In Epiſt. Heb. 
: Again we find hjm deſcribing Ju 
Faith under. the very ſame Notion, - |& 
: Hom, 
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Hom. 23. in Tens Johan. where, up- 
on Nithodemws's Words, How can a 
Man be born when he # old? v. 4. 
he obſerves, 33 [mis 9m} F © ogddes 
mowwby]ov tity $armopps F off arm tis in. 
Upon which he enlarges, and tells 
vs, It is the Queſtion of Hereticks 
upon the Incarnation of our Bleſſed 
Saviour, (demanding, mws iongxety mos 
tywitr) that by the weakneſs of com- 
mon Notions, or Reaſonings, de- 
ſtroy his Immenſe Nature, 75 7 - 
1609 ANG uy ate, Thy dTUggy Heirny ame- 
Bexrerlecucias; and at laſt concludes, 
That ſuch PraCtices, or Queſtions, 
ms wires cnmen]a ris pir. And on the 
Second Part of the Queſtion, about 
entring the Womb a Second time, 
he obſerves, When a Man proceeds 
upon. common Notions, or Reaſon- 
ings in Spiritual Matters, and does 
not regive the DiQates of Faith , 
x) wit Noam Thy Tis Tisxws ooze] dicny- 
He talks like. a Drunken or Mad- 
man, uttering the moſt abſurd and 
ridiculous things. = 

\ * And now, certainly, we may con- 
clude, what St. Chry/oftow's Notion 
of Faith was, without drawing In- 
ferences 
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ferences ; and that it every, way a+ 
with that of Clemens Alzxan- 
Gin os chrefore manifeſt, Fa 
is diſtinguiſhed from Knowledge, or 
Science, not only as the ObjeQts of it 
are Matters 4 pay mg , but as 
they contain Things that are incom- 
prehnſil ; and yet it yieldsan Af 
ent _ the Infinite Veracity of the 
Word of GOD ; I'm ſure this Great 
Man has dropt ſuch unlucky Words 
againſt our Adverſary's Principles, or 
his Methods of Examining Divine 
Truths, as if he were riſen from the 
Dead, and were ring to accuſe 
him of Herefie, or ſome {ly Maxims 
that look that way. I ſhould there- 
fore adviſe him to weigh the Opini- 
on of ſo Great a Perſon, before he 
advances too far : and yet, when1 
conſider what ſevere Cenſures he has 
paſt upon the Writers of thimAge, I 
deſpair of Succels in giving Advicein 
this kind ; for I cannot think hell 
ever be perſwaded to take his Meca- 
{ares of Faith, from an Age, or any 
Writer in it, when he makes em, as 
it were, to have entred.into a League 
to 'tura all Religion into Myſtery [ 
Fad, an 
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and this another to be Name for 1m- 
poſture, or Prieſtcraft : It this be true, 
to be inſtrufted by ſuch a Race of 
Men, is, 1n plain Erglib, to take 
up one's Faith from thoſe that have 
fallen away from the Faith ; bur 
of this I ſhall ſay more in the laſt 
Chapter, 

To return then : It's now abun- 
dantly evident, that the Notion of 
Faith which we now contend for, is 
not a Thing contrived to advance a 
particular Hypotheſis, or ſerve a par- 
ticular Deſign, but by no means ſuch 
a one as he ſuggeſts, viz. [To ſtop 
the Mouths of ſuch as demand a Reaſon 
where none cax be given, and to keep 4s 
many in Tenorance, as Intere#t ſhall 
think convenient. See N, 48.] Butl 
hope an Impartial Reader will find 
it eſtabliſt?d upon a good Foundati« 
on, or in a word, upon fuch Reaſons 
as he is not able to ſubvert or remove ; 
beſide, if it be a Contrivance, we 
have this Apology, that it is not a 
late Forgery, ſince we have traced 
it almoſt as far as any Eccleſiaſtical 
Records, (beſides thoſe of Scripture) 


admit of ; and this is a conſiderable 
_ Pre- 
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Preſumption of the Injuſtice of ſuch 
foul-mouthed Alperſions/till he gives 
us a better Set of Arguments to re- 
move it ; which is the next Thing 
that ſhould be examined : but truly 
there appears fo little in *em, that I 
think they ſcarce deſerve a diſtin& 
Examination : 

The Firſt is, [ If Faith were not 4 
Perſwaſion r:ju'ting from the previous 
Kyowledge and Comprehenſion of the 
Thing beliewd, there could be no Des 
grees nor Differences of it, ] Now 
Firſt, It's manifeſt, the Argument is 
advanced on a t2iſe Suppoſition, (and 
that which runs thro? all his Obſer- 
vations) viz. That we deny all De- 
grees ol a previous Knowledge of the 
ObjeC&t ; whereas weſay, there muſt 
beat leaſt ſuch a previous knowledge 
of the Object, as inſtructs us what it 
15 G OD propoles to our Belief; but 
there's no neceſſity of Comprehend- 
ing the Abſolute Nature of the 
'Thing, ſo as to be able to give a 
Rationale of every Thing that really 
Lelongs toit ; and that too, by trying 
it by common Notions. And more- 
over, 'we ſay, the different Degrees 
of 
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of Faith, do by no means riſe from 
ſuch-a Comprehenſive Knowledge : 
No, when once we know what GOD 
propoſes to our Belief, the Degrees 
of Faith ariſe from the Application 
of GOD's Veracity to our Minds 
and Conſciences ; it the Mind is poſ- 
{eſſed with a deep Sence of ir, as to 
engage us to place an abſolute Conhi= 
dence in it, tho? we cannot form a 
Rationale of the Thing, yet we may 
embrace it with the higheſt Degrees 
of Faith : Pmsſure, this isthe Dodfrine 
which [ this Man of Reaſon } might 
havelearn'd from S. Pazl, in the Caſe 
of Abraham, Who againit Hope, belie- 
ved in Nope,----and being not weak in 
Faith, he conſidered not his own Body 
now dead, nor yet the Deaanefs of Sa- 
rah*s Womb : he ſtaggered not at the 
Promile thre Unbelief, but was ſtrong 
in Faith, giving Glory to GOD, and 
being fully perſwaded, that what he had 
promiſed he was alſo able to perform ; 
and therefore it was imputed to hin 
for Righteouſneſs, Rom. iv. 18, 19, 

20, 21. | 
2d Arg. [ The Sabject of Faith 
»nit be intellizible to all, ſince the Be- 
K 2 licf 
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lief thereof is commanded under no leſs 
a Penalty than Damnation. | As for 
the Intelligibleneſs of Objects of 
Faith, I have already ſtated how far 
that is neceſſary ; but, with Submiſſi- 
on, Ithink the Sin and Damnation of 
Unbelief, ariſes, not becauſe GOD 
has furniſÞ?d us with a perfect Ra- 
tionale of the Nature of every Ob- 
je& of Faith, and we reject it; but 
becauſe he hath furniſh'd us with 
Means ſufficient to know what he 
hath propoſed to our Belief, and to 
know that he hath PR them, 
and we will fully reject 'em ; and 
conſequently what he propoſes: but 
more eſpecially, becauſe he hath 
aſſerted the Truth of *em, by 
the higheſt Demonſtrations of the 
Spirit, in mighty Signs and Won- 
ders : This was the Cale of the 
Jews; but now ye ſay, Ye ſee, there- 
tore your Sin remaineth. 

ath Arg. [Except Faith ſiznifies an 
Incelligible Perſs as xi we ja. gun 
others a Reaſon of the Hope that is in 
#.] The Inference is apparently 
falſe ; for we certainly give a Rea- 
{dn ( and that too, according to the 
Mind 


Mind of St. Peter) of any Article of 
Faith, when we prove that it is Re- 
vealed by GOD, and that we yield 
an Aſent to the Truth of it (tho? we 
can2ot remove every Difficulty that 
may artſe from it) upon the Autho- 
rity of Infinite Veracity. 

As for his Third, and Fifth Obſer- 
vations, F ſhall Appeal to any un- 
prejudiced Reader, whether there's 
any thing in ?em, that deſerves a 
particular Reply, more than in thoſe 
Objeftions he Gel framed, -and-then 
anſwered : For as'the former prove 
nothing againſt the Incomprehenſi- 
bleneſs of Matters of Faith, ſo the 
latter were never advanced, to prove 
the Neceſlity of admitting fuch Ob- 
jets of Faith. Upon the- whole 
then, I think it appears, there are 
Matters of Faith thar contain Things 
in *em, which are Incomprehenfible, 
and yet Faith yields an Aﬀent upon 
the Authority of Infinite Veracity, 
and conſequently it's an uncontroula- 
ble Argument, there are Myferies in 
the Chriſtian Religion. 

The next thing to be confidered, 
Is, his Reply to the Argument of Mi- 
| £2 pbs K 3 racles, 
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racles, Cap. 5. Sed. 3. And, Firſts 
he entertains you with the Nature of 
a Miracle. And as for the Deſcripti- 
on he gives us, I find, in the Main, 
noReaſon toexcept againſt it ; after 
this, he guards it with ſome Limita- 
tions : The Firſt of which is, That a 
Miracle is not to be admitted contra- 
ry to Reaſon;I ſuppoſe,he means con- 
trary to common Notions, or thoſe 
Idea's which Reaſon has formed 
from Sence, Experience, or Inſtru- 
&ion. And, nodoubt, this is a ve- 
ry juſt Limitation :  ©* For a Mira- 
Ecle is performed' upon Objects of 
« Senſe; and is an Addreſs to our 
© Senſes, or a Demonſtration accom- 
© modated to the outward Senſes, 
© by ſome ſenſible EffeQts, or Opere« 
* tions ; and conſequently, nothing 
© is to be admitted as a Miracle, that 
* contradicts the Teſtimony of the 
* Senſes : and weare, at leaſt, fo far 
Judges of its poſſibility, that in Cafe 
1t manifeſtly contradiats the Teſti- 
mony of our Sence, we may jultly 
rank it among Impoſſibilities, and 
reject it as ſuch, But further than 
thus, I canndt diſcern, that we are 
: | com+ 
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competent Judges of the Poſſibility of + 
any Miracle; for tojudge of its Poſſi- 
bility, ſuppoſes a knowledge of itsMo- 
dis : But this our Adver/ary will not 
allow ; [ For the manner of Miracles, 
(ſays he) i not explicanle, N, 77. 
Thus far we are agreed ; butTI 
know not how this Limitation, 
much leſs thoſe that follow, affect 
the preſent Controverſie. Indeed, 
he at laſt comes to the Point, and 
tells us, [Miracles are not above Rea- 
ſon, tho) we know nothing of the Mo- 
dus.] But I would fain know, why 
2 Thing that contains ſomewhat 1n 
the Nature of it, which exceeds Hu- 
man Comprehenſion, 1s not as pro- 
perty above Reaſon, or Myſterious, as 
a Thing (in itſelf intelligible) only 
it lies dormant, becauſe. ſhadowed 
thro” a Veil. I'm ſure, Orzzer tells 
the contrary, Comment, in Mat, 19. 
24, 26, ut ſupra, See pag, 61. 
| But I have expoſed the Folly of 
this Afertion in another place. In- 
deed, I ſhould have turned his own 
Arguments upon him, had he not 
revented me, - by reviving %em 1n 
Fich a manner, as gives me a better 
| K 4 ad- 
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advantage over him, We have it 
thus, [Ar the beginning of my Book, I 
maintained, the Manner, as well as the 
Thing was explicable. But of what ? 
Of Miracles. No, ſurely; but of 
thoſe Doctrines, in Confirmation of 
which the Miracles are wrought. Sce NN, 
77.] This is truly an unaccountable 
Paradox. Miracles are certainly the 
Demonſtrations of Sence, and conſe. 
quently are to be ſcann'd and judg'd 
of by common Ideas, even the moſt 
clear and indiſputable, ſuch as reſult 
from Objefs of Sence ; but it's con- 
cluded, that Matters of Revelation 
_ are founded on Objefts that are Spi- 
ritual and Infinite, and conſequently 
are to us more abſtruſe and incom- 
prehenſible. | 
Again, Miracles are a direct and 
immediate Addreſs to the Sence and 
Reaſon of Mankind,and are defign'd 
' to give an unqueſtionable Credit to 
every reveaPad Truth, ſince they pro- 
cure the Teſtimony of Infinite Vera- 
City in the behalf of it ; and there- 
tore, all the Reaſox and Arguments in 
Nature will direQ,, that they ſhould 
paſs the ſevereſt Scrutiny, go rt 
| ate 
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Matters of Revelation it's concluded, 
that a great deal refts upon the Au- 
thority of Infinite Veracity, and this 
depends upon the Evidence of Mira- 
cles; and therefore it's abſurd to de- 
mand a clearer and more preciſeCom- 
rehenſion of the Naturc of reveaPd 
ruths than of Miracles. 

This Gentleman owns, that Mira- 
cles are a Confirmation of reveaPd 
Truths; that is, at leaſt, as they are an 
abſolute Arreffation of their Divine 
Original : And this is an uncontroul, 
able Demonſtration of the Truth of 
them. Indeed Pm perfwaded the 
meereſt Novice in Logick will tell 
him; That we are to have, at leaſt, as 
adequate a Knowledge of that which 
is to confirm, as that which 1s confir- 
med by it ; or that the Premifes are 
to carry as great Evidence mem as 
weexpett in the Concluſion : There- 
fore ifs abſurd to ſay, that the Modus 
of Mracles- is inexplicable, and the 
Mods of all reveaPd Truths not fo, 
Indeed this Gentleman ſeems to have 
furniſh*d us with Weapons to fence 
againſt him with the greateſt Advan- 
fage; for it ſuch Poſitions as ous 
| m 
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muſt paſs for 'Truth,it muſt he Truth 
ina Myſtery. And truly, we could 


not have deſird a better Argument . 


againſt him ; for, if the Modes of 
Objects of Sence be inexplicable, cer- 
tainly the Modu of reveaPd Truths 
are much more inexplicable ; the Im- 
menſeneſs of whoſe Nature to a Fi- 


nite Mind, xenders them incompre- 
henſible. 


Again, the Modus of Objeits of 


Sexce is not to be cxplain'd by Tdeas 
of the ſame kind ; much leſs, is the 
Medws of Infinite and Spiritual Ob- 


jeAs to be explain'd by the Ideas of 


Objetts of Sence: ©S0 that, in a word, 
, free Miracles (as Objetts of Sence, 
© with reſpect to the Modus of ?em) 
*are inexplicable, and by conſe- 
© quence juſtly to be eſteem'd above 
© Reaſon, much more are Matters of 
* Revelation, with reſpe& to their 
© Modus, to be eſteen'd inexplicable, 
* aboue Reaſon, and conſequently my- 
© ſerious. 

I come now to examine, in the laſt 
place, his pretended Hiſtorical Ac- 
count of the Riſe of Myſtery, and the 
Caules of it, under this Title, [Whez, 


why, 


Properly call'd Myſteries. 

why, and by whom were Myſteries 
brought into Chriſtianity, Cap. 6. 
Sect. 3.] Andtruly I am perſwaded 
what has already been deliver'd will 
be eſteem*d ( by an impartial Rea- 
der) a ſufficient Confutation to this 
whole Chapter, (at leaſt it it anſwers 
the 'Title) without examining any 
Paragraph : However, I think it de- 
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ſerves no Anſwer, but a ſhort Reply _ 


to the Title, and that 1s capable of no 
other, but ſuch as we give to an 1m- 
pertinent Queſtion of the Rowan:/ts, 
Where was your Religion before Lu- 
ther? © As to the time when My/tery 
© was introduc'd, I hope it's ſuffict- 
© ently prov*d to be of the ſame Date 
* with Chriſtianity itſelf, being foun- 
*ded not in Names or Words only, 
© but in Certain Truths, that are pro- 
© pos'd as Objetts of Faith. Pur, 2dly, 
© for the Perſon By whom, . or that 
* introduc'd it, 'm perſwaded theres 
* enough offer*d tocharge it upon the 
© Bleſſed Author 'of the Inſtitution, 
© Laſtly, For the Reaſon why Myſte- 
© ries were introduc'd, I ſhall. leave 
©em to this notable Reafoner ro di. 
* ſpute it out with the Infinite Wit; 

m— | « dom 
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© dom of GOD, in not creating Man 
«with larger and more comprehen- 
* fible Faculties, or not contriving 
© ſome more familiar Method of Re- 
©demption. And now, if what has 
already been deliver'd ſtands good 
abainſt this Author, (there being as 
yet no reaſon to ſuſpett it) PIl appeal 
to all the World, whether it does not 


- deſtroy the malicious Suggeſtions of 


this Chapter, which make Myſtery to 
be a Trick of Pr:eſtcraft, contriv*d 
tor the ſupport of Secular Grandeur 
and Dominion, 

But, to deſcend to a few Particu- 
lars; He obſerves, (and that too with 
a greatdeal of Contempt and Scorn) 

hat the Chriſtian Church initiated 
their Converts ina Way and Method 
not much unlike that of the Heathen 
World ; which is the moſt he can 
make of all his Allezations. Now we 
own, the Chriſtian Converts were 
gradually initiated, that they were 
rank'd in ſeveral Claſſes, and had a 
Diſcipline, and Inſtrutions, peculiar 
to each Claſs, and thereupon prohi- 
bited the publication of the ſublimeſt 
Parts of Religion, to any but _ 
thay 
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that had gone through the inferiour 
Claſſes; and nds, Tech InjunCtions 
have not only the unqueſtionable 
DiRates of Prudence for their Vindi- 
cation, but Apoſtolick Practice and 
Approbation ; for *tis the eſtabliſt*d 
Method with the Hebrew Converts, 
as well as thoſe at Corizth ; they 
were brought on gradually to Per- 
feCtion, firit by Milk, then by ſtrong 
Meats, the one accommodated to 
Babes in Chriſt, the other to thoſe of 
full age ; ſee Heb. v. wer. 12, 13, 14. 
and 1 Cor. ii. 2, where it's proba- 
ble the Jewiſb Converts were firſt in- 
ſtruted in thoſe Scriptures that ſet 
forth the eaſieſt parts of our Saviour"s 
Offices, as Prophet, Prieſt, and Kzng ; 
but afterwards, thoſe that aſlerted 

his Divinity, Im ſure St. Clement 
makes theſe Babes to be the Cate;hu- 
mens, Or thoſe that were inſtructed 

in the Catechiſtick Parts of Chriſtia« 

nity ; but the Perfect, thoſe .thar 

were inſtructed in the ſublimeſt parts 

of Religion; to wit, the Eſſexce of the 

Divine Nature, But now the great 

Crime is, that all theſe Meaſures of 
Initiation were taken from the wm 

Tnens . 


141 


g= 42 Certain Chriſtian Doftrines, 


thens : And this is prov'd, becauſe 
they are much the ſame, 

It is not now my buſineſs to exa- 
mine the Parallel;tho? I muſt confeſs 
there are,ina great many things, very 
lively Reſemblances : But as for the 
Crime, I cannot diſcern where that 
lies, ſince the Chriſtians did not ſym: 
'bolize with any Defign to form a 
Comprehenſion between Heatheniſm 
and Chriſtianity ; nor (asthis Author 
- ſuggeſts) out of an Opinion of any 
Rehgion contain'd in fuch Rites, ſee 
N. 97. *but out of a Zeal for GOD, 
and the Souls of Men, they, 1n Sr. 
Pauls Language, became all things un- 
to them, that if poſſible they mizht en- 
Larze the Territories of Chriit*s Kyjne- 
"dom, 4nd ſave ſome ; for, as long as 
they acted on theſe Principles, I think 
there was no more Guilt in *em, than 
in St. PauPs occaſional Compliances 
with Jewifb Rites. Indeed our Ad- 
verſary elſewhere [ Num. 78; 79. ] 
e1ves this very account of theſe Int- 
tiations or Compliances ; and there- 
tor, I cannot conceive how he can 
juſtitie fo baſe an Aſperſion; v5. 
N. go. [ Here # enouzh to ſbew how 

+ Chrk- 
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Chriſtianity became myſterious, ad how 
[o Divine an Inſtitution aid, thro the 
Craft and Ambition of Prieſts and 
Philoſophers, degenerate into meer Pa- 
ganiſm.] It's well known there are 
other Accounts given of thoſe Reli- 
gious Rites that were introduc*d in 
the Primitive Church, than thoſe al- 
ready aſſign'd; and thoſe too,that are 
abundantly ſufficient to vindicate the 
Lawfulneſs of *em : TIſhall refer'him 
to St. Cyril, the Author he has cited, 
whois very particular on this Sub- 
Ject. | 

But, in a word, it's manifeſt they 
were in *emſelves the beſt Expedients 
to maintain the: Diſcipline of the 
Church, and eſtabliſh a regular and 
uniform Piety, as well as orthodox, 
clear,and well-digeſted Faith ; fo un- 
juſt is the Charge, that makes em 
Artifices to introduce Myſtery, Igno- 
rance, and Blind Obedience, 

2aly, As for thoſe Emblematical 
Rites introduc'd in the Adminiſtrati- 
ons of the Chriſtian Sacraments, they 
might poſſibly contribute to the etta- 
bliſhing My/ferzes in a Jewiſh Sence, 
as 1t is uſed for Typical Repreſenta- 
tions, 
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' tions : but they ſeem to have no ten- 
dency to eſtabliſh Myſtery in the 
ſence we contend for ; I mean, as it is 
put for Incompreheaſible Truths. 
But let us reflect a little on the Bſe- 
neſs of this Accuſation : Here's a ge- 
neral Combination in the Paſtors of 
the Catholick Church, and a great 
many Helliſh Deſigns form*d in the 
Womb of it ; Ambitioz and Covetouſ- 
zefſ# is the original Spring, Ceremony 
and a great many ſuperfluous Rites 
the Inſtrument, and the grand De- 
ſigns were to turn Religion into My- 
ſtery, even to that degree, that in che 
Opinion of this Author, it has made 
a Divine Inſtitution degenerate into 
Paganiſm; NN. go. But, for what 
Reaſon ? Purely becauſe ſome Chri- 
ſtian Rules of Diſcipline reſemble the 
Religious Rites of Heathens ; for, 
there can no other be fix'd on thoſe 
that are truly Primitive. It this be 
ſo, Pm fure the Cenſure is extrava- 
gantly abſurd. What if a ſober Hea- 
then aCts upon the ſtrict Rules of Ju- 
ſtice, and abhors Slander and Detra- 
Qtion, more than this Calumaiator ; 
muſt not a good Chriſtian practice 


the 
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the ſame Virtue, for fear of b&in 
tharg*d with Paganiſm? Tm ſure 
the Gſe is the ame where the Thing 
is innocent or lawful. "Y 

Indeed, this Gentleman declaims 
againft Myſtery very heartily, but I 
am afraid he has roo much dealin 
with one ſort of it; for, ſuch logical, 
fuch Grosxdleſs, ſuch Vile Aſperfions, 
muſt take their Rife from the My/te- 
ry of Tniquity, that reigns inthe high 

laces ; for *tis nothing elſe bur the 
anguage of him that 1s juſtly ſtiled, 
the Accuſer of his Brethren. 

Bur, to proceed a little further, I 
find he has an immortal Abhorrence 
of the Croſs in Baptiſm, of Altars, of 
the Dedication or Conſecration of 
Charches, Muſick, the Rites of Burial ; 
and, ina word, of the Inftitition of 
National Charches,which he ſeems to 

'Call Human Fattion, or Policy, in one 
lace ; (See pag. 172. Ed. 2. and U- 
Farpatiogs «por Mankind in another, 
N. 93.] Now theſe are Rites and 
Sanftions eEnjoyn'd and prattis'd in 
the Eſtabliſh'd Church' of ys 4 
and when he thinks fit to diſcover 
wherein the Evil of them conſiſts, or 
that the People of this National 
L Church 
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Church are not obliged to yield an 
Obedience ta *em, I promile an Az- 
ſwer, and ſuch as will fer him off in 
his own Colours and Language too; 
that 'is, prove him an impertinent 
Trifler. It's true, - he ſeems to ex- 
plode*em, becauſe [nothing like theſe 
are in the Writings of the Apoſtles, but 
they are all plainly contain'd in the Books 
of the Gentiles, aud was the Subſtance 
of their Worſhip :} when we make 
ſuch things the Subſtance of our 
Worſhip, then let him accuſe us: 


& But as for the Neceffity of finding 


& the particular Ceremonies: in the 
& Writings of the Apoſtles, we ſay 
« there's none ; it's ſufficient we find 
«em by a fair Conſequence, 1nal- 
& much as we find an Eccleſiaſtical 
« Power commiſſioned to enaCt pru- 
« dent Laws for the Peace and Unity 
- & of the Church, for the mairtenance 
« of Decency, Order, and Uniformi- 
< ty in the Publick Worſhip of God ; 


« 2nd as long as Ceremonies are cho- : 


« {en, with reſpeCt to the Number, 
« ſd as not to bring a Burden, and 
« create DiſtraQtion in the Publick 
« Worſhip of God, and with reſ} 

© to the Nature of *em, inaſmuch as 


* they 


Ws »iil 


«they carry a manifeſt Tendency to- 
* wards the Advancement of the 
« Ends of Religion. 
Again, we ſay Apoſtolick Practice 
or Tradition, and an uninterrupted 
Cuſtom of the Primitive Church, is 
certainly a conſiderable ' Argument 
not only of the Lawfulneſs, but Ai:- 
thority of *em, eſpecially ſo as that 
none [ball diſpute an Obedience, when 
once they are enjoyn'd by oar proper Ec- 
cleſiaftical Superiours. Pm ſure Ter» 
tull:an makes this an expreſs Rule of 
Obedience in theſe matrers, tho? this 
Author, by the help of a falſe Cita- 
tion, ſeems to inſinuate the contrary : 
Hlarum & aliarum e oy diſciplina- 
rum ſi legem darts es Seripturarum 
nullamy invenies : Traditio tibi pretes- 
, detur [| by way of Rule, whereas he 
reads it, prerenditur] Anttrix, conſue- 
tado rats, & fides obſervatrix, 
Lib. de Coron, c. 4. 
| But todraw towards a Concluli- 
on, 'I do not now intend a formal 
Vindication of Ceremonies ; howe- 
ver, I think I have offered enough to 
publiſh the Ignorance or Impudence 
of the Man; when he aflerts, That 
[nothing is ſo naturally oppoſite as Ce- 
+ 2 remony 
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| ' remony and Chriſtianity, N. 95] 
What, even choſe hat are Bas fa, | 
to determine (for Decency, and U- 
niformity's ſake) the Natural Cir- 
cumſtances of Publick Worſhip 

fuch as Time, Place, and Manner : 

© Let him make this out by dint of 
* Argument, and Ill e age (as was 
f offered before) he ſhall have a fair 
© Anſwer. And now I have gone 
thro? a tedious Harrangue, which 
whether it be more made up of Im- 
potent Malice, or Illogical Conclu- 


ſions, is wr wat and therefore, I | 


think myſelf happy to arrive at his 
_ Concluſion, and more happy that I 
find little in it, that either deſerves, 
or can juſtly provoke a Reply : for I 
find him either bantering the World 
With his own Objeftions, and An- 
{wers, which if placed in the Bal-* 
lance, will not weigh a Grain to ef- 
fect the Merits of the Cauſe either 
way, or pr" *em an account of his 
next Undertakings, tho” in his laſt E- 
dition,he?s ſo prudent toadd a Reſerve, 
that Pm much afraid will baulk the 
ExpeCtation of the Thing; for he let's 
us know, he'll take his own time for 
it, asa thing not in the Command of 
ft any 


- any Mortal ; and Pm perſwaded he'll 
prove. the Maxim by experimenta] 
Demonſtration ; for, I beheve, want 
" of Health, or Buſineſs, or ſomething 
elſe, will make it a good while before 
he puts his finiſhing hand to his new 
intended Syſtem of Divinity. One 
or two things, however, I cannot 
but remark,beforeT take a final leave, 
. And, | 
' Firſt; After all this Argument, the 
Reader may imagine that the Diffe- 
rence between us 15 not conſiderable ; 
for he allows, . That we cannot pre- 
tend to an Adequate Knowledge of 
Things; and we ſay, That Divine 
Truths are chiefly Myſterious, in re- 
{pe&t of the Modws of *em ; and as 
it's impoſſible to comprehend the 
Myſterious part of *em, ſo we grant 
it's not neceſſary to be known, or 
comprehended : But yet for all 
this, the Difference is very conſidera- 
ble ; .for this Gentleman perempto- 
rily affirms, That the Modws of all 
Revealed Truths, is explicable; ſee 
Num. 77. Set. 3. And in the Con- 
cluſion he tells us, If his Hypotheſis 
ſtands good, [Whatever Inſtance car 
be alledged (he means in contradiction 
5 1 ro 
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 Divinely revealed ;] fo that he has 
formed a moſt Compendious Rule 
For diſcarding the fundamental Do- 
Qrines of Chriſtianity, if any be 
propoſed, whoſe Moadws he cannot 
comprehend, and that too by com- 
mon Ideas, or Notions, his Hypo- 
theſis direfts, That they are to be 
rejected as not Divinely * revealed : 
Indeed, whoſoever ſurveys his Hypo- 

theſis, may at the firſt glance diſcern 
this to be the Deſign, though he had 
not blabed out the Secret inthe cloſe 


of it; and certainly the Deſign 1s ſo 


pernicious, and (tho? formed on a 
weak Hypotheſis) liable to influence 
an unwary Reader, and cheat him 
out of the main of his Creed, that I 
wonder this Gentleman has eſcaped 
ſo long without being chaſtifed by 
ſome Pen more accurate than I can 
pretend to. | | 

The Second thing I ſhall take nos» 
tice of is, The Proviſions he has made 
- np an Anſwer ; for he tells us, 

hat: [0 particalar Inſtances, or Do- 
trines of any ſort, can ſerve for 4 
proper Anſwer to this Diſcourſe.) This 
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| is pretty well truly ! He has been ve- N08 
Majeſterial in advancing his own- 

| Folios and will he be as abſolute in 
preſcribing to his Anſwerers ? As if 
nothing muſt paſs for an Anfwer,that 
is not formed by his Model, or has 
not received his Imprimatur. As for 
the force of Inſtances, it's very well 
known, that an oppoſite Inſtance is 
perfeQ Demonſtration againſt a pe- 
remptory, and univerſal Poſition in 
an Adverſary ; and the force of Poſi- 
tions, A ents, or Notions that 
exiſt in Theory, or Univerſals, are 
beſt illuſtrated and imprinted by In- 
ftances. I'm ſure he onal by 
theſe Meaſures in all his Reafonings, 
and will he debar others of thoſe 
Priviledges he allows himſelf ? This 
is to make himſelf the abſolute So- 
vereign of Reaſon and Argument ; 
as if the reft of Mankind had no 
Right to uſe apy more of either, but 
what he cantons out by his own 
Weights, and Meaſures, But he 
tells us, Inſtances can be no Anſwer 
P his Dn, [As long as the _ 

ons of it hold good:] Very true, 

if the Reaſons hold good, the In- 
ſtances 


TE Ex. | Gotais CrifianDilring | 
| ſtances alledg'd againſt **m muff be”: 


impertinent; or 1ncompetent : But 
the Inſtances I have produced are 
levelPd againſt his Reaſozs and Poſ6- 
trons too, and, I hope, they fafficient- 
ly deſtroy both, and then the Method 
of Anſwering will juſtifie itſelf with- 
out his Licerite or Approbation. | 
In a word, as for this Anſwer, I 
offer it to every candid impartial 
' Reader with Deference and Submiſ- 


fion, who, I queſtion not, will paſs 


over ſome little Slips or Blots that 


may ariſe thro? heat of Argument, if - 


the main Lines are correC and clear. 
And as for this Gentleman, or his 
Zcalous Admirers, I tender the Sub- 


ftance, or principal Parts of it, to be | 


treated as he has peremptorily reſol- 
ved at the foot of his Diſcourſe; I 
mean, give ir no more Quarter than he 
will to Error ; bnt, according to his 
Utmoſt Abilities and Opportunities, 
expoſe it in its true Colours, that he 
may not be charg'd as an Acceſlary 
againſt himſelf, 1n rendring his own' 
Eabours ineffectual, by weakly min- 

' 6rng or ſoftening of any thing.” 
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